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Tax County CouRT PROCEEDURE BILL introduced 
this session will, if passed, partially remedy some of the 
inonveniences of recent legislation to waich we have 
frequently drawn attention. It consists of four operative 
gotions only, as the first contains merely the title; the 

provides that, in cases within the second section 
of the Act of 1867 (i.e. for goods sold to a defendant to 
pemed in his trade, &c.), the plaintiff may, upon filing 
the affidavit required for proceedings under that section, 
but without having to obtain any leave, proceed in the 
district where he dwells himself, and need not go to the 
defendant’s court. The 3rd section is perhaps the most 
important, and provides that any action upon a bill of 
ewhange or promissory note exceeding £5 in amount, 
and not payable by instalments, may be brought by the 
holder of it at the time of its becoming due in his own 
district without leave. The 4th section extends the 
summary procedure upon bills of exchange which the 
recent case of Holbrow v. Jones, 17 W. R. 54, established 
sextending to all cases exceeding £10, also to cases 
which exceed £5. The 5th section provides for judg- 
ment being obtained in the absence of notice by the de- 
fendant that he means to defend in cases above £5, in 
the same way as now in cases above £20. These provi- 
sions will meet many of the cases in which hitherto the 
county court has been more expensive and slower than 
the superior court; and, at all events, all persons who 
adopt the plan of taking bills of exchange for small debts 
will have a cheap and summary remedy, which they have 
nothad hitherto. 











THE ELECTION PETITIONSIN IRELAND appear toshow, as 
might perhaps have been anticipated, that corruption has 
prevailed there to much greater extent than in England. 
There the respondents have been unseated in the 
majority of cases, while in England the reverse has 
been the case. At Cashel, Mr. J. Lyster O'Beirne, the 
respondent, has been reported personally guilty of 
bribery, this being as yet the only instance of such a 
report. His opponent, the petitioner, was also reported 
tohave bribed, but only by his agents. The report, so 
far as Mr. O'Beirne was concerned, was principally 
owing to his being unable to account for the cheques he 
had drawn. Both candidates were also shown to have 
hired the houses of voters for the purposes of the elec- 
tion, and the judge drawing the inference, which, indeed, 
under the circumstances, was scarcely to be resisted, that 
this was colourable, and on the face of it done to in- 
fuence the voters, it was reported as bribery. At Sligo, 
Major L, E. Knox has been unseated for bribery by his 
agents, and the judge has announced his intention to 
Teport that great bribery and corruption prevailed. The 
decision of the Youghal petition will probably be given 
before these remarks are before our readers, and in that 
itrather appears from the state of things at the time 
of our writing that a similar result is likely to follow. 

In England, no member has been unseated of late. 
At Westminster, the large amount of expenditure on the 
patt of Mr, Smith had doubtless the effect, which it al- 
ways must have, of raising a presumption that some of 





the money was improperly spent. Probably, therefore, 
it was rather a matter of surprise with many persons 
that the petitioner's case was so weak as it certainly 
proved to be. In reference, however, to the matter of 
expenditure, the time the candidate has been in the field, as 
well as the nature of the constituency, must always be 
considered, and at the most a large expenditure only 
throws upon the respondent the duty of accounting for 
it. Baron Martin, in giving his decision, laid much stress 
upon the purity of Mr. Smith’s intentions. Now, we 
thoroughly agree with all the learned judge said upon 
the propriety, where this is the case, of requiring strict 
proof both of the illegality of the acts done by the 
supposed agents, and also of their agency, before unseat- 
ing the member for those acts. Although public policy 
requires that a member, however pure his intentions, 
should not be allowed to retain a seat which has been 
obtained wholly or in part by illegal acts done by 
his agents, yet it is obvious that any possible doubt 
about the facts ought to be cleared up before the mem- 
ber is unseated for what he is certainly not morally 
responsible. _When, however, it is sought to apply as a 
test of the legality of any act, the supposed purity of 
intention on the part of the doer of it, gathered either 
from his conduct in other matters or from his evidence, 
then we must again, as we have done before, express our 
dissent from this as a matter of law. It is absolutely 
necessary, in order to carry out the policy of the Corrupt 
Practices Acts, to apply to all questions where the in- 
tention is material the principle applied in other cases, 
viz., that a person must be taken: to have intended the 
natural consequences of his Act. 1f a member is to 
come and say, I never intended to do anything wrong, 
and the judge is to be driven either to disbelieve him on 
his oath, or to decide in his favour, it will be impossible 
ever to put down corrupt practices. It appears to us 
the proper answer is that the member must be assumed 
to intend to do that which he did. If, therefore, Baron 
Martin was prepared, as he almost seems from his jndg- 
ment to have been, to draw the inference from the 
evidence as to the boards, that their natural and only 
effect was to influence the votes of those who were paid 
for exhibiting them, then we own, we think, he ought 
to have held that they were intended so to influence 
votes, and accordingly have held them to be within the 

Act. We must not be understood as dissenting irom the 

result of the judgment. On the contrary, we think that 

the opinion to which Baron Martin seemed by his remarks 
to incline during the progress of the case, was correct, 

viz., that the obvious object of the boards, and the pay- 

ment for them, was not so much to secure the individual 

voter as toobtain the advantage of keeping the candi- 

date’s name constantly before the constituency, and 

creating the impression that he was extensively sup- 

ported. As regards the amount of the payment, 

obviously the amount paid for advertisements in the 

ordinary way to those who desired to use their premises 

for advertising is no criterion whatever as to what it 

would be requisite to pay to other persons who usually 

would not think of placarding their houses in order to 

induce them on a particular occasion to do s0. 

Thus it appears to us that judging of the facts as to 

these boards by themselves, there was no ground for in- 

ferring from tbe character of the act that the intention 

was improperly to influence votes, and if that is so, of 

course, the honesty of the candidate being undoubted, 

there was no other ground for imputing that intention. 

All the other allegations in the Westminster petition so 

obviously failed in proof that no light can be considered 

as thrown upon election law by their investigation. 

This also was the case with the Coventry petition, ex- 
cept with regard to two circumstances which were 
novel. One of these was as to the payment of £800 
by Mr. Hill in respect of some expenses incurred or 
supposed to have been incurred by him on the occasion 
of his having previously contested the borough. Now 
these expenses appear to have-been first claimed from 
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him some time after that former election, and the pre- 
sumption of course was that they represented some 
illegal expenditure. Whether that were so or not, it is 
clear that they were not recoverable, as they could not 
have been sent in in the proper way to the election 
agent. Now if this payment had been made when Mr. 
Hill was again a candidate, either in the field or about 
to take the field, there could have been no question 
about the character of the act. Its tendency would so 
obviously have been improperly to influence some voters, 
that upon the principle we have been discussing, and 
which in this instance Mr. Justice Willes appeared to 
adopt, it must have been held within the Act. Fortu- 
nately, however, for Mr. Hill, he was able to show con- 
clusively that at the time he made this payment he had 
no intention whatever of standing again, and thus it was 
impossible that the payment could have been made with 
any improper intention. Then arose another question 
which appeared to have come out in the course of the re- 
spondent’s case, it not having been previously known tothe 
petitioners. That was that Mr. Eaton had agreed 
to pay Mr. Hill’s election expenses. It was con- 
tended that this came within the bribery section 
of the Corrupt Practices Act, one of the clauses 
of which provides that where a gift is madeto any person 
in order to induce such person to procure or endeavour 


to procure the return of any person to Parliament, it | 


shall be bribery. If, therefore, Mr. Eaton had made this 
payment for Mr. Hill in order to induce Mr. Hill to pro- 


mise or endeavour to procure his, Mr. Eaton’s, return, it | 


would have been within the Act. It was, however, suf- 


ficiently apparent that Mr. Eaton, being a local man, | 
and an old member, was the more influential of the two, ; 
| sible to lay down a hard and fast line of this sort, and 


and therefore the inference drawn by Mr. Justice Willes, 


that this was done not so much to secure his own return | 
as to secure that of Mr. Hill as a second member of the | 


same party, was well justified. It did not appear that 


one consideration, of some personal interest, perhaps, to | 
the legal profession, which might have | 


members of 


prompted the treaty in question, was alluded to or 


suggested in the argument. We are not aware whether Mr. 
Eaton isaready speaker. He is, we believe, a manufac- 
turer, and we do not remember to have seen his name as 
frequently taking part in the debates of the House of 
which he has been a member for a considerable period; 
therefore, possibly, he may not be. Mr. Staveley Hill, on 
the other hand, must as a barrister and Queen’s counsel, 
not only be taken to be well accustomed to public speak- 
ing, but is in fact, we believe, well gifted with the good- 
humoured readiness likely to please an election audience. 
What if the desire to be associated in the contest with 
such a colleague, whose speeches would, of course, tell 
on behalf of both candidates, was at the bottom of Mr. 
Eaton’s readiness to pay the expenses of both? Would 
that have been within the Act? It is a question not 
easy to answer, but, assuming that Mr. Hill would not 
have been a candidate but for Mr. Eaton’s offer, and that, 
when a candidate, he made speeches, in which he en- 
deavoured to procure the return of his colleague as well 
as himself, it would certainly seem as if he was induced 
by the offer to endeavour to procure that return. 

At Bodmin, Mr. Gower has been seated. The evidence 
against him was slight, and calls for little comment. It 
will be seen, however, that the remarks of Mr. Justice 
Willes in the course of the case illustrate what we said 
last week as to the recognition of volunteer agents. He 
gives weight, as we suggested, to the extent in which 
the volunteer interferes. If he does much, without being 
interfered with, his doing it must be assumed to be 
authorised, whereas, if he does little, or does little to the 
knowledge of the candidate, then there is no obligation 
to repudiate his authority. In the end, however, Mr, 
Justice Willes held that the person (Grose) whose acts 
were impugned was an agent, but that what was relied 
on as treating was not within the Act. This opinion he 
based not upon the sworn evidence of the actual inten- 
tion with which the refreshments were given, but upon 








= 
what we have ventured to suggest as the only 
ground—viz., the intention to be gathered from the man. 
ner and extent of the giving, that is, from the Characte 
of the act itself. 





ACCURATE DEFINITION OF WORDS is prover! 
difficult ; and, if we add the qualification, that the d, 
finition must be such as to give a sensible meaning to ay 
Act of the Legislature, we specify no small part of the 
work that engages our law courts. The Legislature 
in 11 & 12 Vict. c. 49, that public-houses shall not be 
opened before 12.30 on Sunday mornings for the sale of 
wine, beer, &c., “ the same not being for refreshment j 
any traveller.” What isa traveller ? The questionhy 
been often asked, but it is difficult to give an exhaustiyg 
answer to it. In Taylor v. Humfries, 13 W.R. 136 
Chief Justice Erle said that the word “ought to be con, 
strued to include all who fare abroad, either from 4 gd. 
sire to enjoy country sights and sounds, or from 
other motive of business or pleasure, except the desire 
for excessive drinking ;”’ and this is probably as good ang 
as sensible an explanation of the word as can be given, 
It would be well if country magistrates, or their 
were to post these words in their ordinary practice books 
and then apply them to the cases brought before them 
under this statute. In some parts of the country jj 
seems that the magistrates have laid down limits, from 
beyond which he who seeks to clothe himself with the 
privilege of a traveller must have passed. Thus a radiny 
of so many miles is taken, and then a presumption ju 
et de jure is established that no one who has not come from 
some place beyond the magic circle can be supplied with 
refreshment as a traveller at the centre. But it is impo. 


every case must depend on its own peculiar circum. 
stances, Even distance may have little to do with the 
question. Thus, in Peache v. Colman, 14 W. RB. 48°, the 
persons supplied with refreshment lived within a mileof 
the public-house, which was close to a railway station, 
and Montague Smith, J., intimated his opinion that they 
might equally be travellers whether they had come by 
the train or had walked down to meet it. Nevertheless, 
magistrates sometimes continue to lay down inflexible 
rules on the subject, and there is no doubt these rules 
are considered binding in the localities where 
they are promulgated. For instance, we remem- 
ber hearing of a barrister taking a long walk in 
Kent one Sunday morning a few years ago; hungry and 
thirsty, he applied for refreshment within the prohibited 
hours, but was met with astern refusal. It was in vain 
that he claimed the character of a traveller, and at last 
cited a decision of the Queen’s Bench in his favour :— 
the inexorable landlord was ready with his answer—‘I 
don’t know, nor care, anything about your bench, but! 
do know what my bench would say if I gave youa glas 
of beer before half-past twelve.” The only rules, as it 
seems to us, that can be laid down on the subject are:— 
first, that you must look to the intention of the person 
applying for drink, and that if he comes with a mere 
view to tipple, he cannot be a traveller; and, secondly, 
that nevertheless, if at the time when he is supplied 
with drink, the publican had reason to believe, and did 
believe, he was supplying refreshment to a traveller, he 
ought not to be convicted, no matter what the intention 
of = applicant may have been (Zaylor v. Humfries, 
supra). 

We observe in a report from the Clerkenwell Police 
Court (ante, p. 187), that Mr. Cooke has granted a case 
for the opinion of a superior court, on the question 
whether, upon an information under 2 & 3 Vict. 
c. 47, a Metropolitan Police Act, section 42, which 
is almost identical with this section, the onus lies 
on the publican of proving that the person supp 
was a traveller, or whether it is for the informer 
show that he was not. We apprehend that it is clear 
from the judgment of Erle, OJ., in Zaylor v. Humfries, 
that the onus is on the informer. His Lordship say*, 
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ce 
«jt was further contended that as the exception of re- 
ent to a traveller is contained in the clause creat- 
ing the prohibition, the burden of proving that the pro- 
hibition has been infringed, and that the case is not 
within the exception, is cast on the informer. Gill v. 
forivens,7 T. R. 27; The King v. Pratten, 6 T. R. 559. 
_.. We think that this argument of the counsel for 
the appellant is well founded, and that the statute ought 
to be construed on the principles he has contended for.” 
No doubt, it is true that by 11 & 12 Vict. o. 43, 8, 14, 
the prosecution need not as a rule prove the negative of 
gn exception contained in the statute on which the in- 
formation is founded, but the defendant is to prove the 
affirmative of it, if he would have the advantage of it; 
put this statute was before the Court in Taylor v. Hum- 
fries, though not actually mentioned in the judgment, 
and it must be remembered that a publican in prohi- 
bited hours stands betweer two fires—on the one hand, 
he is liable to an action if he refuses to serve a traveller; 
on the other, to penalties if he serves any one else. To 
throw on him the onus of proving the status of those he 
serves would be a great hardship.* 

These remarks have been suggested by the case of 
Peplow v. Richardson, recently decided by the Court of 
Common Pleas, and reported in the current number of the 
Weekly Reporter. There it appeared that in the grounds 


ings, and, mirabile dictu, colliers were in the habit of 
coming to this hotel early on Sunday mornings in the 
summer from considerable distances to drink the waters. 
The latter statement was found as a fact by the magis- 
trates. The colliers paid four pence each at the doors of 
the hotel, and were then entitled to drink the water ad 
‘libitum. People, however, generally drink mineral waters 
fasting, and, doubtless, they sit somewhat cold on the 
stomach. Accordingly one particular collier, with whom 
we are now concerned, asked for bread and cheese and 
beer after his morning potations. He was caught by a 
policeman red-handed, with the bread and cheese yet 
in his mouth, and the pewter pot before him in the 
kitchen of the hotel. The magic circle in this case seems 
to have been drawn at a radius of four miles, and as the 
collier lived but two. and a half miles from the hotel it 
was clear to the policeman that he could not be a tra- 
veller ; and the result was that the landlord was sum- 
moned before the magistrates, and fined for selling beer in 
the prohibited hours, “ the same not being for refreshment 
to any traveller.” On appeal the Court of Common Pleas 
reversed the decision of the magistrates, on the ground 
that the object of the man was not to tipple, but to take 
awalk and drink the waters; and Mr. Justice Smith 
added that in his opinion he would have been equally a 
traveller if he had not come to drink the waters himself, 
but had only accompanied those who did. 
The real evil to be guarded against is simple Sunday- 
boosing, such as we sometimes hear about in Scotland, 
and we rejoice to think that the judges have so liberally 
construed this statute as to render it a hindrance to tip- 
plers only. 


THAT OLD ENEMY, the licensing system, has been 
called in question again, by a late deputation to the 
Home Secretary, and some provincial meetings. 
Strong drink being a commodity of a very peculiar 
nature, it is necessary that it should be placed in a 
somewhat exceptional category, and its sale regulated 
with some restrictions. The manner in which that is 
done at present is about as clumsy as could well be con- 
ceived. In the first place, there is an intermixture of 








* Since these remarks were written, the case alluded to 
(Davis v. Serase, 17 W. R.411) has been decided in the Com- 
mon Pleas in accordance with the above views. The Court 
held that the provision as to travellers, though at first sight 
an exception, was not so within 11 & 12 Vict. c. 43, s. 14, but 
was part of the enactment itself. At Wandsworth Police Court, 


jurisdictions between the magistrates and the Excise 


which is particularly inefficient. The licensing of the 
house is, under 8 Geo. 4, c. 61, with the magistrates; the 
liquor license, which determines what liquors the land- 
lord shall or shall not be able to sell, is in the disc. etion 
of the Excise; if the magistrates have licensed th house, 
the Excise can do as they please, and the effect of a 
natural desire to see their branch of the revenue attain 

a respectable figure requires no explanation. Why should 

not the house licence and the liquor licence be placed 
under the same authority ? Again, while the ordinary 
public-house licence is in the discretion of the magis- 
trates, the “beer-house” licence is obtainable from the 
Excise by any person who can get six householders to 
support the application. And, under 24 & 25 Vict. c. 
21, anyone can get a “table-beer ” licence from the Ex- 
cise as a matter of course, on paying five shillings. It is 
a fact which admits of no dispute, that by far the most 
disorderly houses are the beerhouses licensed by the Excise. 
Another instance of the inefficiency and inconvenience 
arising from this division of authority was pointed out 
before the Select Committee on Theatres and Music 
Halls; in those places of public entertainment, licensed 
by the magistrates under 25 Geo. 2, c. 39, to which the 
Excise grant the liquor licenses. The expediency of 
vesting the whole discretion in one tribunal is so obvious 
as to require no argument. 

Another unfortunate circumstance connected with the 
law of this matter is that if lies scattered up and down 
a large number of statutes of different years, some par- 
tially repealing each other. These statutes are in a far 
more confused condition than the Stamp Acts, and that 
is saying a good deal. There are many branches of our 
law in a similar state, and it is high time that these Acts 
should be consolidated, so that no one may undergo the 
pains of hunting up and down several volumes, chasing 
the flying reference, and leaving off finally with the un- 
comfortable feeling that something unrepealed may have 
escaped him after all. 


IT WOULD RATHER APPEAR, from the remarks made by 
Mr. Gladstone (printed in our Parliamentary summary 
this week), in answer to a question put to him with re- 
ference to the definition of a “ house” in the late Reform 
Act, that we are not to have any measure introduced in 
the present session for clearing up the difficulties of 
construction in that Act. The definition in question has 
already caused so much debate gn various occasions, from 
which so little has resulted, that it is natural there 
should be some hesitation in again meddling with the 
subject. 

We think the hon. member who put the question, if he 
had read the Act and the judgmentin Stamper v. The Over- 
seers of Sunderland, 16 W. R. 1063, might have said not 
merely that the doubt existed in the minds of many persons, 
and especially in those of revising barristers, but of all per- 
sons, and especially in those of the judges of the Court of 
Common Pleas. Yet, notwithstanding the gravity of the 
doubt, it is not one that largely affects the franchise in 
many places. In a few towns especially in the North of 
England, owing principally to peculiarities of rating, it 
does so to a considerable extent. Here, however, it is 
not impossible that the measure introduced on Thurs- 
day, to remedy the inconvenience of the abolition of 
the system of compounding for rates may, in its 
ultimate shape, in some way prevent the difficulty 
as to what is a house being again so important as ‘it 
was during the last registration. Besides, as voters will 
probably not have many opportunities for a year or two 

of exercising the franchise, not much practical harm will 
be done by a few persons being wrongly off or wrongly 
on the register, and, therefore, it'is perhaps as well for 
the Legislature to see by the experience of the revision 
courts exactly what the difficulties are before proceeding 
to legislate. At present no one is much more agreed as 
to what the definition of a house ought to be than as to 








yesterday, the magistrate drew the attention of the police to 
this case. 


what it is. 
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RULE 129 of the last County Court {Rules directs that 
where a plaintiff claims a sum exceeding £20, and re- 
covers a sum under £20, and. above £5, the scale upon 
which the costs of the action shall be taxed shall be in 
the discretion of the judge. 

Section 10 of the County Courts Act, 1867, allows 
actions of tort, in certain cases, to be transferred, by 
judge’s order, from a superior court to a county court, 
and enacts that in such actions all costs incurred after 
the order, “ shall be allowed according to the scale of 
costs in use in the county courts.” 

It might be argued that there is a contradiction be- 
tween the section and the rule, that the former gives an 
imperative direction, while the latter allows a discretion 
in the matter of these costs. 

In Scriven v. Allen, reported infra, the judge of the 
Lambeth County Court allowed the costs of an action 
sent from a superior court under section 10 of the County 
Courts Act 1867, and which came within the words of 
rule 129, to be taxed on the higher scale, 

The construction, therefore, put by the learned judge 
on the section, appears to me that, “ shall be allowed ” 
&c., means that the liability to costs incurred after the 
transfer of the action shall be the same in all respects, 
as if the action had originally been brought in the 
County Uourt. On this construction of the section there 
is no contradiction between it and the rule, and this 
seems the most reasonable view to take of the question, 
especially as the former part of the section gives the 
County Court the same powers as if the action had 
originally been commenced there by the agreement of the 
parties. 





AT THE MEETING of the Associated Chambers of Com - 
merce on Wednesday last the President of the Birming- 
ham Chamber moved the following resolution :— 

‘Whereas the Congress of Paris of 1856 has declared that 
all private property on the high seas of belligerents shall be 
free of capture if placed in neutral vessels, thus compelling 
all merchants in future to ship their goods in neutral vessels 
enly, and whereas this change in international law will dis- 
able Great Britain, when unfortunately again at war, from 
capturing her enemy’s private property on the ocean as was 
her former practice, and will hand over the carrying trade 
to neutrals: therefore resolved, that the imperial no less than 
the commercial interests of Great Britain, as well as the 
advance of civilization, alike demand the further change, 
that shall declare all private property on the ocean, of 
belligerents as well as of neutrals, exempt from capture 
unless contraband or breaking a blockade. 


This resolution was proposed for the third time, and, 
as on each previous occasion, opposed by the Hull Cham- 
ber ; the previous question was moved and carried by a 
majority of four. Unfortunately, the lateness of the 
hour precluded an exhaustive debate. Serjeant Simon, 
M.P., supported the amendment, but mainly, as it ap- 
peared, on the ground that imperial questions of this 
nature ought not to be entertained by the association, a 
fallacy which was exposed by Mr. Bright on the same 
evening at the banquet given to him by the Associated 
Chambers. Mr, Dixon, M.P., strenuously supported the 
resolution. 

The object of the resolution is a very simple one. 
Originally, private property on land and private property 
at sea were on the same footing—they were both liable 
to seizure and confiscation by an opponent. Subsequently, 
however, this was modified, and the present rule is thus 
laid down by Mr. Wheaton :—“ Private property on land 
is exempt from confiscation with the exception of such 
as may become booty in special cases, when taken from 
enemies on the field or from besieged towns, and of mili- 
tary contributions levied upon the inhabitants of the 
hostile territory.” But private property at sea still con- 
tinued liable to capture and confiscation until the Con- 
gress of Paris in 1856 adopted as a rule of international 
law, binding upon those states represented at the Con- 
gress, that which is stated in the resolution. The mover 


MET 
4 8° & step 
further, and place private property afloat on an analogous 
position with private property on land. 


and supporters of the resolution now want to 





Om WEDNESDAY A DEPUTATION from the Live 
Chamber of Commerce had an interview with the Log 
Chancellor in his private room in Lincoln’s-inn, with 
reference to the Government Bankruptcy Bill. Their 
spokesman, Mr. Clark, said the evils of the present sy. 
tem accumulated daily, and urged, on this account, that 
the measure should be at once introduced into the U; 
House. One grand defect was the facility of evading 
liability by composition deeds and other means, Hy 
also urged that the manner of winding up the bank. 
tupt’s estate should be in the option of the creditor, 
The Lord Chancellor concurred. The next suggestion on 
behalf of the Chamber was that the Court shoul 
inquire into the cause of bankruptcy; at present this 
was only to be done by individual creditors, at their own 
cost, and often to their injury. The Lord Chap. 
cellor differed on this, the Bill also would pr. 
bably do so; was it suggested that the Court should 
act as a public prosecutor? Mr. Clarke said the desire 
was that the Court should inquire, but not prosecute; 
the criminal jurisdiction should be entirely abolished, 
and it was also desired that imprisonment for debt 
should be abolished. With that the Lord Chancellor 
entirely concurred. It was next suggested that, 
with regard to property acquired after bankruptey, 
the debtor should not be absolved from the future pay. 
ment of his debts. The Lord Chancellor thought such 4 
change was desirable, but that there should be a limi- 
tation. Mr. Clarke then referred to the necessity for 
some means of preventing fictitious bills of exchange 
from getting into circulation. The Lord Chancellor pro- 
mised to take this into consideration, and, after some 
other gentlemen had spoken, said that the whole of the 
opinions so ably expressed by the deputation should be 
taken into the earliest consideration of the Government, 
The deputation afterwards had an opportunity of re 
stating their views to the Attorney-General, who ala 
promised to consider their suggestions. 





ON WEDNESDAY EVENING Lord Westbury took the 
chair at the fifteenth anniversary meeting of the Juridical 
Society. In his address Lord Westbury observed that 
there was now a disinclination to accept the old 
optimist view of the law which lawyers had been accus- 
tomed to take from Blackstone. He instanced the real 
property law, as now threatened by one of the leading minis- 
tersoftheCrown. Another subject was the law of allegiance 
and naturalisation, which was at variance with the rule 
of ancient citizenship. Had that rule prevailed in 1815 
there would have been no American war. Also the 
law affecting the property and statas of women. Nature 
had determined her status, and it could not be changed, 
but the law regulating her property was a barbarous 
relic of feudal ages. He hoped, too, that the day would 
come when English law would be reduced to a clear and 
intelligible digest. As to its administration, the dis- 
tinction between law and equity should be abolished, and, 
he rejoiced to say, that one of the first propositions of 
the Judicature Commission recognised the desirability of 
breaking down the barrier. These were some of the 
questions which, in the public interest, he should advise 
the society to take up. 





Mr. THRING, who has for some years drafted most 
of the more important Government bills, has been ap- 
painted Parliamentary Counsel, with a salary of £2,500 
a-year. Mr. Jenkins, who has for some time been acting 
as Mr. Thring’s junior, or “devil,” is appointed his 
permanent assistant, with £1,200 a-year. Mr. Thring 
has had an ample experience in the drafting of public 
bills, but we can hardly say that he has displayed any 
signal ability in that function. este, the Companies 





Act of 1862. 
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LORD SHAFTESBURY’S NEW ECCLESIASTICAL 
COURTS BILL. 


Lord Shaftesbury has just introduced into the House 
of Lords an elaborate measure for regulating the pro- 
gedure of ecclesiastical courts in England ; and as all 
gections of the church seem agreed that the present sys- 
tem is cumbrous, expensive, and in many respects un- 
satisfactory, any attempt to improve it, deserves, and we 
are sure will receive, cordial recognition. The Church 
Discipline Act, of 1840 (3 & 4 Vict. c. 86), which now 
governs all criminal proceedings against offending 
glergymen, has not worked well, and the unfortunate 
frequency of ecclesiastical cases during the past twenty 

has brought its defects into prominence. Lord 
Shaftesbury proposes to repeal it almost entirely, and to 
replace its provisions by a new and moreefficacious machin- 

He does not, however, recommend any substantial 
change in the present constitution of the Final Court of 
Appeal. Recent events probably cause him to regard 
that tribunal with complacency. His reforms are 
gonfined to the provincial and diocesan courts, and 
being thus judiciously limited, will escape much of the 
opposition which they would certainly have encountered, 
had they included a proposition to remodel the Judicial 
Committee. 

At present, it may be necessary to remind our readers, 
there are three courts in which an accused clerk may 
be called on to appear. The first is that of his ordinary; 
the second that of the Archbishop, of York or Canterbury 
as the case may be; and the last is the supreme court, 
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council, composed, 
in ecclesiastical cases, of the ordinary members, and of 
at least one prelate who is a privy councillor (3 & 4 Vict. 
¢. 86,8. 16). As only three, generally speaking, occupy 
this position, the practical result is that the final court 


of appeal usually consists of such laymen as the Crown | 


may choose to summon, and of the Archbishops of Can- 
terbury or York, or the Bishop of London. There is no 
reason why all three should not sit, but two is the more 
usual number, and in many instancesis the maximum, for 
bya proviso of section 16 of the 3 & 4 Vict. c. 86, the arch- 
bishop or bishop who may have initiated proceedings 
against aclergyman is ineligible. This constitutes a further 
limitation on the clerical components of the court, and, 
as the mere putting the law in motion is usually a 
merely formal act, it seems an unnecessary one. The 
writ in a civil cause is “ tested ” by the Chief Justice of 
the Queen’s Bench or Common Pleas, or the Chief Baron, 
yet no one would dream that on that account they ought 
to be disqualified from sitting as judges in any cause. 
Lord Shaftesbury proposes to repeal the disability we 
have referred to, and thus to utilise to its utmost the 
very small episcopal element of the Court of Appeal. 
This, however, is a matter of detail. The reforms of 
the diocesan and provincial courts are more sweeping. 
Both are still to remain in existence; but the former, at 
all events, will probably be a more competent tribunal 
than at present. The bishop of the diocese will be the 
chief judge init, and may sit alone or with his chancel- 
lor, who is, for the future, to be a barrister of at least 
seven years’ standing in actual practice (s. 104). This 
enactment will have the effect of supplying the bishop 
with a trained lawyer as assessor, and will prevent the 
absurdity which has occasionally been witnessed of a chan- 
cellor exercising judicial functions without the smallest 
legal experience. The term “actual practice,” it is true, 
is rather vague, but the object aimed at by the Act is 
obvious, and better words can no doubt be easily supplied 
to carry it out. With regard tothe provincial courts, the 
“official principal” of each is to be abolished, and one 
judge, who is to be a barrister of fifteen years’ standing 
in “actual practice,” will be appointed to act both in the 
provinces of York and Canterbury. He will be expected 
also, when requested by the Lord Chancellor, to give a 
helping hand to the judge of the Court of Probate and 
Divorce, and to the Ecclesiastical Commissioners. In his 








own court the archbishop is to be the chief judge, and he 
may sit either alone or with the lay judge, or he may direct 
the lay judge to sit alone (s. 19). This part of the 
Bill seems to us to require amendment. It is surely 
a somewhat doubtful step to leave it open to the arch- 
bishop or bishop (for the same rule applies [s. 15] to the 
diocesan courts) to preside alone at the trial of a clergy- 
man for heresy or any other offence. If the Bill should 
pass in its present shape, there can be no doubt that the 
government of the church would be far more exclusively 
than at present in clerical hands. The lay element need 
not necessarily be encountered until the last stage of a 
cause. Instead of the chancellor we might have the 
bishop ; instead of the dean of the arches or “ official 
principal” we might have the archbishop. Is it Lord 
Shaftesbury’s real intention to increase the episcopal au- 
thority to this extent ? For ourselves, we disapprove of 
entrusting judicial power to clerical hands to such an 
extent; and we question whether such a course will 
commend itself either to Parliament or the public. 

In matters of procedure the bill proposes great improve- 
ments. The preliminary “commission of enquiry” 
will no longer be in any case necessary. <A suit will 
be commenced by petition either in the provincial 
or diocesan court ; if in former it may be sent at once 
to the latter by letters of request, either on the applica- 
tion of one of the parties to it or by the bishop on his 
motion (section 22), This is simply an enlargement of 
a power already possessed by the bishop. Section 28 
contains a more important amendmentof the law. That 
section enables the provincial court, on the request of 
both parties, to transmit an appeal from the diocesan 
court per salium to the Judicial Committee. By this 
enactment much expense would often be saved, and 
although it is somewhat of a novelty to allow suitors to 
“skip ” a court, there does not appear to be any valid 
reason why they should not do so. Practically a similar 
result may be achieved any day by suitors in chancery, 
by enrolling a decree, with a view of carrying, or of 
forcing an opponent to carry, the case direct to the 
House of Lords. We should add that no suit can be 
promoted except by the bishop, or by three persons, in- 
habitaat householders of the diocese within which the 
offence is alleged to have been committed, who shall 
state themselves in their petition to be “ members of the 
church.” 

The bill contains many other valuable provisions, 
which we regret that we have only space at present to 
mention. Thus, questions of law may be raised by 
special case (sections 56—59). Issues of fact may be 
tried by six assessors (three of whom are to be clerks in 
holy orders and three justices of the peace). This very 
special jury will try the issue submitted to them in the 
same manner “as if such issue were tried at the sittings 
of Nisi Prius in Middlesex” (sections 60—68). Evidence, 
except in special circumstances, is to be taken viva voce 
and upon oath (sections 69,70). The time of limitation 
is changed from two years to three; we do not see for 
what reason. Surely the period of two years is long 
enough. 

Lastly, solicitors are to be placed, in ecclesiastical 
courts as well as elsewhcre, on the same footing with 
proctors, and in the diocesan courts they are to be 
allowed, as in county courts, to appear as advocates 
(ss. 120,121). This illustrates the increasing recognition 
of the importance of the solicitors’ branch of the legal 
profession. The registrars of both diocesan and pro- 
vincial courts also are to be solicitors (s. 113). None 
of our profeasional readers, therefore, can complain that 
their interests are neglected in the new bill. 

We must not omit to mention that extensive powers of 
making rules and orders are entrusted to an “ Ecclesiastical 
Courts Committee of the Privy Council.” This committee 
is to consist of the two primates, the Lord Chancellor, 
and such other privy councillors as the Crown may 


nominate. ; ; 
With these observations we must conclude this notice 
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of the contents of Lord Shaftesbury’s bill. It unques- 
tionably contains much that is valuable, and, although 
in some respects it may require amendment, well deserves 
the careful consideration of the Legislature. It will 
profitably occupy the hours of enforced and unwelcome 
leisure, of which the Marquis of Salisbury has recently 
been, with good reason, complaining. As the debates 
upon its provisions proceed we shall recur to the subject 
in greater detail. It is sufficient now to give a general 
outline of what is proposed to be done. 





VARIATION OF WRITTEN CONTRACTS BY 


VERBAL EVIDENCE. 
No. Il. 


Before enumerating the cases in which written con- 
tracts may be varied by verbal evidence it is necessary 
to add one or two observations to those of our last article, 
in which we endeavoured to explain the real meaning of 
the rule of evidence that we are discussing. 

Although verbal evidence of a prior or contem- 
poraneous agreement is not admitted to vary a written 
contract, the mere existence of one written contract will 
not prevent the proof of another contract although merely 
verbal, relating to the same subject-matter and between 
the same parties, if such verbal contract does not vary the 
writing but is collateral to it (Lindley v. Lacey, 13 W. R. 
80). It must also be remembered that it is not necessary 
that a contract should be contained in a single writing. 
A contract which must be in writing may always be 
proved by several writings if they do not require verbal 
evidence to connect them. If one writing refers to and 
incorporates another the effect is the same as if both were 
written upon the same paper. 

The rule of evidence we are dealing with is a rule of 
the common law, and does not depend upon any statute. 
A somewhat similar question however constantly arises 
under the Statute of Frauds (29 Car. 2, c. 3), which re- 
quires that certain agreements should be in writing. 
Verbal evidence is not admissible to supplement or vary 
agreements under this Act, because the admission of such 
evidence would render the statute nugatory. Verbal evi- 
dence is excluded both at common law and under the 
Statute of Frauds, and the rule in each case is the same, 
although the reasons on which the rule is based are some- 
what different. The cases which have been decided on 
this branch of the law of evidence have arisen as often 
in the one way as in the other, and are equally binding 
on both classes of cases, 

Lastly, we are now speaking only of the rule which 
relates to the admission of verbal evidence of what took 
place before or at the time the contract was reduced into 
writing. The rules respecting the admission of evidence 
of what took place after the contract was written, 
whether to prove a variation, rescission, or performance, 
are entirely different, and we will touch upon them 
hereafter. 

Having now examined the meaning of the general 
rule which forbids the variation of written contracts by 
verbal evidence, we will proceed to consider the admitted 
exceptions to the rule. The cases establishing these ex- 
ceptions may be all ranged in four classes, under which 
fall all the exceptions which are admitted both at law 
and in equity; but to these must be added three more 
classes of cases in which such evidence is admitted in 
equity, but not at law. (1) Verbal evidence may be ad- 
duced to show that that which appears on its face to be 
a valid written contract isin reality no contract at all, as 
if the instrument is forged, or is tainted with fraud, or is 
for an illegal purpose, or consideration, &c., &.; (2) or to 
show that there never was in fact any completed agree- 
ment, as if the writing were not to take effect until after 
the performance of some condition; (3) or to explain 
the writing, as when it is in a foreign language, or in 
cypher, or technical terms are used which are not 
generally understood, or when common words are used 


subject to a known usage of some trade or locality, 
(4) or to show the character in which a party has 
entered into the contract, whether as agent or surety; 
and in equity—(5) to prove some mistake; (6) in some 
cases to resist a suit for specific performance; (7) to rebut 
an equity. 

1. Verbal evidence is admissible to show that there nevep 
was any contract at all. 

In strictness this is not an exception to the principal] 
rule, as the evidence is not tendered to vary a written 
contract, but to disprove the existence of an alleged 
contract. However, we notice this class of cases here 
as they are generally classed with the decisions which 
more properly relate to the variation of writings, 

The simplest possible illustration of this first excep. 
tion (if so it is to be called) is the case where a for, 
has becn committed, and an action brought on the forged 
instrument against a person whose nameappears as a party 
to and as executing the instrument. Verbal evidenceis 
admissible to show that the defendant did not in fact 
execute the instrument, and is not a party to it, and there- 
fore can beunder noliability upon it, On precisely the same 
principle verbal evidence may be given to show that the 
defendant was induced to enter into the written agree- 
ment by the fraud of the plaintiff or that the agreement 
is founded upon an illegal consideration, or is for an 
illegal purpose. If fraud be proved the defendant would 
not be bound by the agreement, which would be void- 
able at his option. If an illegal consideration or an 
illegal purpose be shown, then the agreement is utterly 
void, and never had, in the eye of the law, any existence 
at all, although the parties may have intended to be bound 
by it. Under this head may also be classed the de- 
fences of infancy, lunacy, coverture, duress, &c. So also 
evidence may always be given to show that there was no 
consideration for the contract (unless it is under seal, 
when the law presumes consideration), or that the con- 
sideration has failed. In all the cases under this excep- 
tion evidence is admitted to show that there never was in 

legal contemplation any binding contract in existence, and 
it matters not whether such evidence directly contradicts 
the terms of the instrument, or whether it varies it, or 
only adds something to it. 

2, Verbal evidence is admissible to show that a written 
contract absolute upon its face is subject to a condition 
precedent. 

The principle of this resembles very closely that of 
the first exception, but it really goes one step further. 
The first exception relates only to cases where there 
never was acontract between the parties. The second 
exception also relates only to cases where there never 
was any contract, but where both parties, with full 
knowledge of all the facts, and with the intention of 
being bound by an agreement, have reduced it com- 
pletely into writing, and even signed it, but have, at the 
same time, verbally agreed that this complete written 
agreement shall not take effect until some event 
happens, or some condition is performed. Thus, 
where there was a complete written contract for 
the sale and purchase of shares in an invention, 
but it was verbally agreed by all the parties at the 
time the contract was written that the defendants only 
signed the contract conditionally upon the obtaining the 
approval of a third person to the invention, it was held 
that verbal evidence of this condition might be given 
by the defendants in an action upon the written agree- 
ment, on the ground that “the evidence was not ad- 
mitted to vary the written instrument, but to show that 
no agreement had been entered into” (Pym v. Campbell, 
4 W. R. 520, 25 L, J. Q. B. 277). 

The principle on which Pym v. Campbell was decided 
has been thus further explained in a later case; “ where 
parties have professed to put down in writing the agree- 
ment between them, we cannot add to it or substract 
from it, or vary it inany way, because otherwise it would 





in a technical sense, or where the contract was made 


defeat that which was the primary intention in putting 
it down in writing. But where parties write and sign 
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something, and (if one can understand such an absurd 

condition of things) they say this is not a record of any 
ent between us—we do not mean what we say— 

we have put it down for some fanciful reason or other, it 

js not binding upon them ” (Rogers v. Hadley, 11 W. RB. 

1074, 32 L. J. Ex. 241.) 

There is some distinction to he noticed between deeds 
and simple contracts. A deed may be delivered condi- 
tionally to a third person on the terms that it is not to 
take effect until the performance of some condition, and 
yerbal evidence may be given to show what were the 
terms of the delivery. A deed so delivered is called an 
escrow; and if the deed isin point of fact delivered not to 
take effect as a deed until some condition is performed, 
it will operate as an escrow, notwithstanding the deli- 

is in form absolute (Christie v. Winnington, 8 Ex. 
287). So far the rule is the same for both classes of 
writings. If, however, a deed is delivered to the party 
to whom it is made it takes effect absolutely, although it 
was in fact delivered upon certain conditions (Co. Litt. 
86a; Comberlege v. Lawson, 5 W. R. 237, 1 C. B. N.S. 
718). In other words, verbal evidence of a condition pre- 
cedent is not admissible to vary the terms of a deed de- 
liyered to the party to whom it is made. 

The distinction between delivery to a third person or 
to the party himself does not exist in writings not under 
seal. No matter to whom given, it may always be shown 
by verbal evidence that such writings are in fact subject 
to a condition precedent, although in terms they are ab- 
solute. The distinction arises from the technical rule that 
adeed operates from delivery, but a simple written con- 
tract does not necessarily operate from delivery, or, in- 
deed, from any particular time, but takes effect accord- 
ing to the real terms of the contract (Davis v. Jones, 4 
W.R. 248, 17 C. B. 634). 

(Zo be continued.) 








RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
INTERFERENCE WITH NAVIGABLE HIGHWAY. 


Attorney-General v. The Earl of Lonsdale, V.C.M., 17 
W. R. 219. 


The construction by the Earl of Lonsdale of a jetty or bul- 
wark on the river Edenin Cumberland, near the entrance of 
theSolway Frith,was complained of on two grounds—first, 
as a public nuisance by its interference with the navig- 
able highway, and secondly, as a private injury to the 
relator, whose land on the opposite shore was being eaten 
away by the impact of the stream diverted from its ac- 
customed course by the jetty in question. With reference 
to the first branch of the question we presume that the 
soil or bed of the river, into which the jetty was con- 
structed, was vested in the Earl, and not in the Crown. 
The soil or bed of a running stream, not being a tidal 
river, is not the common property of the riparian owners, 
but belongs to them in severalty, each owning his portion 
of the bed wsque ad medium filum aque, up to the 
imaginary line which parts the stream into two equal 
portions in the direction of itscourse. This fact, and the 
legal consequences ensuing from it, were fully considered 
by the House of Lords in the recent case of Bickett v. 
Morris, L. R. 1 So. App. 47,—a case under the law of 
Scotland, it is true, but in this respect the law of England 
isthe same. We refer also to Vice-Chancellor Wood's 
exhaustive judgment in Crossley v. Lightowler, L. R. 3 
Eq. 296. In the case of a tidal river, however, the 
soil, up to the point reached by the flow of the tide, is 
presumably in the Crown, unless vested in a subject by 
grant or prescription, as in the case of the river Thames, 
the tidal portion of which belongs to the Corporation of 
London by grant from the Crown. We presume, then, 
that the bed of the river in this instance belonged to the 
Earl, as, if it belonged to the Crown, the encroachment 
complained of might have been dealt with as a purpres- 








ture irrespective of any damage to the public right of 
navigation. (See, as to this, the cases collected in Kerr 
on Injunctions, p. 395). But, apart from the ownership 
of the soil, the Crown has, according to Sir Matthew Hale, 
a jurisdiction to reform and punish nuisances in all 
rivers, whether fresh or salt, that are a common passage, 
not only for ships and greater vessels, but also for smaller, 
as barges or boats (De Jure Maris, pt.1,c. 2; and see 
Rew v. Trafford, 1B. & Ad. 874). This jurisdiction is 
absolute, and if an erection in the water-way be a hin- 
drance to the navigation, it is no defence that the public 
inconvenience is counterbalanced by the public benefit to 
be derived from it (Rea v. Ward, 4 Ad. & E. 384, which 
was the case of a pier erected in the river Medina above 
Cowes); unless the balance of convenience be decidedly 
in favour of the obstruction: 2. v. Russell,6 B. & C. 
566. The question is, it will be observed, whether 
there is an interference with the navigation; and, if this 
be proved, it is no defence that the navigation is incon- 
siderable, or even has ceased to exist, inasmuch as the 
public right still remains, even though circumstances 
cause it not to be exercised at the time. 

With regard to the second branch of the ease, the ques- 
tion of private nuisance, it is perfectly well settled that 
no riparian owner may erect works for his own benefit, 
which cause the stream to flow with greater violence 
against other portions of the bank. The Commissioners 
of Sewers may do this in the common interest (Rez v. 
Pagham Commissioners, 5 B. & C. 55); but such banks as 
are a hindrance to the éommon good, which interfere 
with a navigable highway -or divert the stream, may be 
“extirped” (Callis on Sewers, p. 75). The riparian 
owner who erects works to protect his property from the 
encroachments of the common enemy is thus placed in 
a situation of singular difficulty. It often happens that 
the currents of rapid tidal stream, especially when, as 
in the case of the river Eden, subject to floods, shift their 
course, and encroach on portions of the shore, which have 
been safe for centuries. Where this is so the owner of 
the bank encroached on looks about him, and often where 
he sees works that have been recently erected in the 
water-way for the bond jide purpose of protecting another’s 
property, blame them for diverting the stream, when they 
have really about as much to do with it as Tenterden 
church-steeple with the Goodwin Sands—of course we do 
not mean to say that this was so in the present instance; 
but the case before us does illustrate the difficulty under 
which owners of property labour in these cases, when 
they endeavour to protect the soil they have already, or 
try to gain more from the water. 

It is, perhaps, scarcely worth while to refer to the prin- 
ciple adverted to in this case, and now so well established, 
that the Court will interfere in the case of actual injury 
to property, however small the injury, provided it be of 
an abiding and continuous character: Attorney-General v. 
The Mayor of Kingston, 13 W. R. 888. The jetty in the pre- 
sent case appeared on the evidence to be such a nuisance; 
of a public nature as regards the navigation, of a private 
nature as regards the diversion of the stream, and relief 
was consequently granted. Except as showing (as to which 
little doubt existed before) that the law with regard to 
the obstruction of navigable highways is the same in the 
case of tidal as of non-tidal rivers, we are not aware that 
the case requires further comment, 





COMMON LAW. 
Costs—ConstrRUCTION—CouNTy Courts Act, 1867 
(30 & 31 Vier. c. 142), s. 5—* Recover.” 

Ings v. The London and South-Western Railway Com- 
pany, C.P., 17 W. R. 120, 

The County Courts Act of 1867 made important 
changes in the law which regulates the right of a plain- 
tiff to costs when damages to a small amount only have 
been recovered by him. The legal effect of the Act has 
however not been ascertained without a great deal of liti- 
gation, caused by the careless way in which the statute 
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is drawn. Most of this litigation has been of only tem- | claim to emblements, The Court exclude from the opens, 


porary interest, as it for the most part affected only 


actions commenced before the Act came into operation, 


and which stood on a footing entirely different from 


those which were commenzed after the Act was in force. 
In Ings v. The London and South-Western Railway 
Company, however, a question of construction was de- 
cided on this Act which may affect statutes altogether 
unconnected with county courts. The material point in 
the case was whether the sum of £5 awarded by the 
jury as damages in an action of tort had been “ recovered” 
(that being the word used in section 5 of the County 
Courts Act, 1867) before the Ist of January, 1868, or 
after that day. The verdict of the jury giving the dam- 
ages was in November, but leave was reserved to the 
defendants to move to enter a nonsuit. The defendants ob- 
tained a rule which they subsequently abandoned in 1868, 
It was held that the £5 wasnot “recovered” before the 
Ist of January, 1868, as judgment could not have been 
signed until the rule was disposed of; and as, until then, 
it was doubtful whether the verdict would stand, or 
whether a new trial would be granted. 
In Haines v. Welch (17 W. R.C. P. 163) noticed 
infra, on another point it was held that the word 
“recover,” in section 1 of 14 & 15 Vict. c. 25, means 
recover by distress as well as by action, although “no 
doubt the word means, technically, recover by action and 
judgment.” 
There seems to have been no authority precisely in 
point as to the meaning of the word, and these two cases 
may, therefore, for the future, be of some use in ascer- 
taining the meaning of Acts of Parliament where the 
word “ recover” is used. 





EMBLEMENTS—14 & 15 Vict. ©. 25,8. 1. 
Haines v. Welch and Another, C. P., 17 W. R. 163. 


At common law a tenant holding of a landlord who 
has only a life estate or other uncertain interest in the 
land is entitled, on the determination of his tenancy by 
his landlord’s death, or by any other cesser of his landlord’s 
estate, to emblements, i.c., to the crops then growing on 
his land such as corn, potatoes, &c., &c. 

This is an old common law right in favour of agri- 
culture, and does not depend upon any statute. The 14 
& 15 Vict. c. 25,8, 1, made a very beneficial change in 
the law in this respect, and provided that under such 
circumstances ‘‘ the tenant shall continue to hold and 
occupy such farm or lands until the expiration of the 
then current year of his tenancy, and shall then quit upon 
the term of his lease or holding,” as if such lease were 
determined during the continuance of his landlord’s 
estate ; and the succeeding landlord shall be entitled to 
recover from the tenant a fair proportion of the rent from 
the day of his predecessor’s death. 

The effect of this section seems never, before Haines v. 
Welch, to have been judicially considered. The facts of 
the case were: the plaintiff held as tenant from year to 
year of A., who was tenant for life, a small labourer’s 
cottage, with an acre of land partly used as a garden and 
partly planted with corn and potatoes. A. died, and the 

reversion then vested in the second defendant, who sub- 
sequently, by Welch, his broker, distrained for rent which 
would have been due if the statute applied in this case. 
There had been no agreement between the plaintiff and 
the second defendant which would create a tenancy after 
the death of A. The question was whether the defen- 
dants were entitled to distrain, and this turned entirely 
upon the meaning of section 1 of 14 & 15 Vict. ¢, 25. 

It was argued for the plaintiff that the Act did not 
apply to a small holding like this, but that the wording 
showed that it was meant to apply to what might pro- 
perly be called farms, It was held that the “ true line is 
to be drawn at the point where you can claim emble- 
ments, however small they may be, so long as they arenot 
frivolous,” and that therefore the Act applied to this case, 
as there might at common law have been a substantial 


tion of the Act those cases where the claim to ¢ 
ments would be merely frivolous or where the land ig, 
mere appendage of the house. They also held that the 
right to “ recover ” given by section 1 extended to a rp. 
covery by distress. 

This is a very intelligible rule by which to ascertain 
the application of the statute, and it is not likely tha 
any difficulty will be experienced in deciding what cages 
fall within the rule. 





COURTS. 


COURT OF CHANCERY. 
Srarement or THE Number or Causes, Peririons, &, 
disposed of in Court in the weck ending Thursday, 
February 25, 1869. 
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COUNTY COURTS. 
LAMBETH. 
(Before J. Pirr Taynor, Esq., Judge.) 
Feb. 22.— Weston and Abrahams v. Cohen. 


A member of a partnership may sue in the names of the 
Jjirm for a debt, although the other member may protest against 
the use of his name as a co-plaintiff. 

This was an action for goods sold and delivered by the plain. 
tiffs, who are chandelier makers. The case had been before 
the Court on a former occasion in the name of Weston onl 

as plaintiff. It came out in evidence that Weston had had 
a partner in the person of Abrahams, who was then present 
in court. The judge suggested that Abrahams should be 
joined as co-plaintiff, but he refused, saying he disapproved 
of the proceedings, and would not therefore be a party to 
them. The judge thereupon allowed Weston to withdraw 
the case, and he had since commenced de novo in the names 
of both partners. 

Mr. Sidney, for the defendant, said he also appeared for 
the plaintiff Abrahams, who objected to these proceedings 
being taken in his name. There were proceedings now 
going on in Chancery with relation to the partnership 
affairs, and Mr. Abrahams desired that none of the money 
belonging to the firm sbould go into the hands of Mr, 
Weston. 

Mr. Pirr Tayztor said he could not take cognizance of 
any Chancery proceedings in the matter. Mr. Weston had 
a right to sue in the names of the partners. 

Mr. Sidney said in that case he would admit the debt, 

and judgment was therefore given for the plaintiffs. 

There were two other cases against other defendants, 
which followed the sdme ruling. 

Charles Hall, jan., was for the plaintiff Weston. 


Naylor v. Berriman, 
Detinue—Constructive possession of goods. 

This was a motion to enter a non-suit, pursuant to leave 
given on Feb. 9 (vide ante 290). ‘The same counsel appeared 
as on the former occasion, and after a brief argument, 

Mr. Pirr Taytor said he had come to the conclusion that 
the contract between the plaintiff and Beausant was an 
executory contract which had not been fully executed when 
Beausant went away, and ho had not therefore divested 
himself of his right of property in the water-closets claimed, 
consequently the plaintiff saat not maintain detinue against 
Berriman. The plaintiff's counsel had laid great stress on 
the fact that plaintiff had received from Beausant a key, 
which gave access to the room in which the closets were, 
but the key was given before the bargain about tho closets 
was entered into, and for no purpose connected with them. 
The plaintiff had never had even constructive possession of 
the goods, and could not recover them in an action in 
detinue. ‘The verdict would be sect aside, and a non-suit 
entered with costs. 
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nami 
Feb. 23.—Serivens v. Allen. 

™ Costs in cause sent from Queen’s Bench for trial in county 
court under section 10 of County Courts Act, 1867, and tn 
which £10 was recovered. 

This was an action for slander, tried on February 2nd in 
this court, pursuant to an order of a judge of the Queen’s 

ch. The claim was for £100, and the verdict of the 

jury was for £10. In ordi cases the fees of court, and 
to attorney and counsel, would be allowed on the £10 scale, 
but in this case an application was made under rule 129 to 
have the costs taxed on the higher scale. 

Mr. Prrr Tayior said he thought the application was a 
reasonable one, and allowed the costs on the higher scale. 


! 





BANKRUPTCY. 
(Before Mr. Commissioner Bacon.) 
Feb. 22.—Jn re Henry Wickens. 

Mr. Wickens, a solicitor, of 96, Palmerston-buildings, 
Qld Broad-street, came before the Court on a creditor’s 

tition. He now applied to pass his examination, and for 
an order of discharge. His debts and liabilities represented 
an aggregate of £99,052, including an un debt of 
£94,400, due to the Aberaman Ironworks, under a decree of 
Lord Cairns ; with assets—good debts, £566; doubtful, 
£46,842 ; and prop surrendered to the assignees, £750. 

Chidley, for the assigness, did not oppose. 

Markby, for creditors, obtained an adjournment for investi- 

tion. 

Mr, Wickens, it may be remembered, was the original 
promoter of the Aberaman Ironworks Company (Limited), 
a history of the rise and fall of which is to be found in the 
reports (17 W. R. 211, &.). 








APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr. Henry Peaxe, Solicitor, of Sleaford, Lincolnshire, 
has been appointed by Augustus Charles Johnson, Esq., of 
Wytham-on-the-Hil), High Sheriff of the county, to be his 
Undersheriff. Mr. Peake is a member of the local firm of 
Moore & Peake, and also fills the office of Clerk to the 
Magistrates ; he was certificated in Easter Term, 1846, and 
isa member of the Incorporated Law Society, the Justices 
Clerks’ Society, and of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Asso- 
ciation. 

Mr. Tuomas Hearn, Solicitor, of Warwick, has been 
appointed by Edward Wood, Esq., of Newbold Revely, 
Rugby (High Sheriff of Warwickshire), to be his Under- 
sheriff. Mr. Heath was certificated in Trinity Term, 1823, 
and is also Treasurer of the County Courts, and Clerk of 
the Peace for the borough of Warwick. 








GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


PROFESSIONAL REMUNERATION. 

Sir,—Among the various difficulties which beset a lawyer 
perhaps net the least are those which arise from the un- 
we of his profession. People are apt to speak of 

im as a necessary evil, and to grumble over the length and 
verbosity of his documents; but it is his bill of costs that 
most excites their disgust, and to it may perhaps be as- 
cribed in a great measure the odium heaped upon him. 
a. it must be owned, are, as a general rule, not over 
fond of paying for advice; they like to receive something 
tangible and substantial in return for their money, and are 
apt to consider dry, indigestible facts anything but a satis- 

tory equivalent; nor are they at all reconciled, perhaps, 
by the reflection that their own unwariness has led them 
into difficulties, and that they are obliged to fee somebody 
heavily for getting them out of them. Hence they begrudge 
their legal adviser every six and eightpence that he charges 
them, and think it very hard and very exorbitant that they 
should have to pay three and sixpence or perhaps five 
shillings for every letter that he has written to them. They 
do not, perhaps, think the total amount of his bill very 
sreperterons, but they are disgusted at the little fiddling 
tems of which that total is composed. They consider their 
lawyer a mean grasping fellow, and dread to meet him lest 
his visit might form matter for some new item. But, after 
all, it can hardly be wondered at that the lawers’ profession 


is an unpopular one. He himself feels that it is so, and 
attributes justly its unpopularity to the true cause. He 
has his feelings just the same as any other man has, and in- 
wardly despises himself for the miserable and petty cl 

he is obliged to make his client in order to secure for him- 
self what is in nine cases ont of ten, after all, but very in- 
adequate remuneration for the trouble, inconvenience, 
mental anxiety he has been put to. He feels himself oy 
in a es position, and naturally asks hi why, 
out of all the professions, his is the only one which com 

a man to actin a manner so repugnant to his sense ef 
honour and so offensive to his digni A medical man, 
who should charge his patients some paltry sum for e 
prescription he wrote for them, or for every visit he pai 
them, would soon find himself without practice, and the 
same would be the case with a member of any other of the 
professions. And yet the solicitor, whose responsibili 
are as heavy as theirs, who is, in point of education and 
rank, in every respect their equal, who has in his keepi 
the most important secrets of almost every family in 
Britain—secrets, perhaps, that a man would not even e- 
trust to his wife,—yet, with all this, he is not deemed com- 
petent to make his own charges, but is compelled as it 
were to wring his expenses out of his clients, shilling by 
shilling, and withal not only inwardly chafes at it 
himself but brings down upon his head the contempt of his 
employers. Surely it is high time that such a state of 
things should be put an end to, and that the lawyer should 
be at length relieved from what is generally looked upom as 
@ crying evil. Why should he not enjoy the same liberty 
as the physician or the barrister? Such would, in my 
humble opinion, tend greatly to raise the general character 
of the profession, and what is, perhaps, still more importaat, 
to raise the lawyer in his own self-estimation. acm 





“Dears mv CHANcERY.” 

Sir,—This once famous (not to say infamous) com 
has not yet altogether died out ; and solicitors are sti 
to be the guilty parties. 

When, then, any authenticated instance of stupid, wholly 
needless delay is brought home to the system itself, er 
rather to the mode in which it is worked out, you will pre- 
bably not object to be the means of its exposure. 

The instance I refer to took place in the A to C division 
of The Record and Writ Clerks’ Office. I had occasion this 
week to apply at that division for a certificate to set dowm 
cause on motion for a decree, for which I handed in the usual 
precipe. This set forth that the enlarged time for filing 
affidavits in answer had expired, and an affidavit had been 
filed ; but that the plaintiff had no intention of ang av 
affidavit in reply. Nevertheless I was told that the 
time within which plaintiff was at liberty to file affidavits 
in reply had expired (whether he wanted to do so or not) 
the certificate could not be had. 

I could not overcome this objection ; and plaintiff has, 
I assure you, had to put up with this utterly useless delay. 

Staple-inn, Feb. 23, 1869. A SuBscRIBER. 


int 
held 





Wiis on Rear Prorgrry (Last Ep. r. 400), 
Sir,—If‘‘An Articled Clerk” has had no difficulty im 
understanding what is meant by two persons being seized of 
the same piece of land per my et per towt, 1 don’t think he 
ought to have any difficulty in the passage quoted. That 
it must be as stated by Mr. Joshua Williams will become 
more apparent perhaps if we contemplate the effect of C. 
becoming co-owner with A. of the term, having previously, 
as supposed, become co-owner with him of the freehold ; 
or, on the other hand, if we suppose A. to survive C., and 
thus become sole owner both of the term and of the freehold. 
Like latent heat in physics, the doctrine of merger has been 
at work without being noticed ; practically the merger of 
one individual moiety Seen no harm until it is followed by 
the merger of the other. Sctntina. 





Lrvsrroot Law Srupsnts’ Dsnarine Society. 
Sir,—I observe in your Jewrna? of last week that at a 
meeting of the above society on the 5th inst. the following 
question was debated and decided in the negative—* If a 
banker pays a cheque with a forged endorsement per pre 
(having no notice of the forgery), is he protected by section 





19 of 16 & 17 Vict. c. 592°" “There is evidently an error 
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as to the statute, and as the question is a very important 

one, I shall be obliged if any member who took a part in 

the debate or any of your correspondents would kindly 

quote an authority upon the subject. SuBSCRIBER. 
[Cap. 59—vide supra, p. 189.—Eb. S. J.] 





Tue Srre or tHe Law Courts. 

Sir,—It is hardly to be expected that you will devote space 
every week to the discussion of this subject, but its impor- 
tance must be my excuse for troubling you with (as far as I 
am concerned) a final letter. 

You correspondent “Omicron” has not attempted to 
answer any of the arguments in either of my letters, though 
he appears to have misunderstood one, and it is to correct 
this misunderstanding that I now write. 

Though the courts are to be centralized in London to 
facilitate such work as is necessarily done in London, 
there is a tendency to decentralize work, and local courts 
and local means for getting through local work are on the 
increase. The contingency of acquiring in the future more 
space for courts than would now be required is therefore 
very remote; but remote as it is, it may be met if necessary 
in either of the following ways, if the Embankment site is 
taken. Either the space required for storing records may 
be found elsewhere, and thus an opportunity left for exten- 
sion of the building if required, or this extension can be 
gained at a future time by removing the records and convert- 
ing the space occupied by them to whatever use may be 
necessary, or the extension may be made in the direction of 
Somerset House or north of the Strand. 

But while thus providing for the contingency, I still insist 
that it is a remote one, and that as the space occupied by the 
Commissioners’ present plan is less than the space available 
on the Embankment site, the size of the latter is sufficient 
for the present, and it may safely be assumed ‘that it will 
be so in the future. In support of my assertion that the 
present plan is less than the space available on the Embank- 
ment I would refer your readers to the number of the 4r- 
chitect for Feb. 13th, which contains a plan drawn to scale 
and conclusively proving that this is the fact, Mr. Street’s 
ground plan being shown on the Embankment site with a 
margin to spare all round it. Ofcourse it is a matter of 
indifference to me whether your correspondent “Omicron,” 
whose power of smart writing exceeds his courtesy, thinks 
that my letters are odd, or that I have no reason on the 
side I advocate, and no desire to import reason into the dis- 
cussion. In this last he his certainly mistaken, as I will 
show by briefly summarizing the reasons on which I ground 
my belief that the Embankment site is more advantageous 
than the Carey-street. 

I believe, then, that the Embankment site is of sufficient 
size for present requirement, and that though there is little 
prospect of extension becoming necessary the contingency 
can be provided against, as I have above pointed out; that 
the approaches would be better on all sides and from all 
parts of the town ; that the expenditure would be less, since 
nothing would have to be spent on approaches (removing 

the block of buildings between the Strand and Holywell- 
street, which is now centemplated, is an imperial work, and 
the cost should not be taken into account), and since the 
material would be brought by water to the site at a manifest 
saving of expense; that by water carriage, all the delay 
and stoppage of traffic for the six years during which the 
courts will be building will be entirely avoided, which will 
otherwise be an intolerable nuisance ; that it would be to 
the advantage of the profession, pecuniarily and otherwise, 
that chambers and offices should be built on the Carey-street 
site ; that there would be, if any, a very trifling loss on the 
re-sale of the Carey-street site for the purpose last indicated ; 
that from an architectural point of view the Embankment 
site is greatly superior to the other. Admitting that the 
burden of proof is on those who desire the change I submit 
that the above considerations far outweigh anything that 
has been advanced on the other side, either by your corres- 
pondent or in the manifesto of the Council of the Incorporated 
Law Society. Inner TEMPLE. 





Sir,—The Government has announced, as measures of 
legal reform, the abolition of imprisonment for debt, and a 
new Bankruptcy Act. a 

The former announcement gives, I suppose, a satis- 
faction ali but universal. The latter excites contending 
emotions. 








—$—<— 

Lord Westbury, I observe, deprecates an entire new sys. 
tem of bankruptcy, and suggests the further botching up of 
the existing one. 

There are many of us who have seen three distinct 
tems of bankruptcy law successively in operation, all oqually 
unsatisfactory, at least to creditors: what ground for hope or 
confidence 4 — — ? a - 

To en; another modifying Act upon the existi 
will be ieahnee jurists in despair. ting ong 

Under these circumstances it seems not out of place tp 
ask, whether our true course may not be, when we say fare. 
well for ever to imprisonment for debt (of which barbarian 
practice bankruptcy, otherwise a legal outrage, was a neces. 

corrollary), to faire nos adieux to bankruptcy also, 
"he theory, can it be defensible for the law to step in anj 
compel a creditor to accept a few shillings (more generally 
a few pence) in the pound in full for a debt which is justly 
owing to him ? 

In practice, has not the legally enabling the debtor thus 
to deal with his creditor proved most disastrous ? 

The most plausible reason that can be urged for a bank. 
ruptcy law is the compulsory equal division which it 
ensures of a debtor’s property amongst all his creditors. 

But, on the average of all bankruptcy cases, what is the 
value of this boon to creditors? Infinitesimally small, as [ 
conceive, and at all events most enormously outweighted b 
the wrong of the creditor’s enforced deprivation of his claim 
against his debtor. 

As a test, let us suppose society revolved into its con. 
stituent elements of creditors and debtors, and their votes 
taken. Would not the result be that all debtors to a man, 
and very few, if any, creditors, would be in favour ofa law 
of bankruptcy ? 

If this is a true surmise, is it not a case of cadit questio? 
Will any one, imprisonment for debt gone, advocate a law 
of bankruptcy for the mere joy of debtors ? 

I suggest, therefore, as a question at least worthy of 
ventilation, whether, imprisonment for debt having 
abandoned, and all forms of bankruptcy law having been 
tried and found wanting, it will be anything moro than 
a return to common sense, when we have determined 
to have done with the one, to have done with the other 
also. 

Over legislation, and an unwarranted interference of the 
law with the contracts and transactions between parties 
(who if left to themselves would be quite competent to 
manage their own affairs) is one of the crying evils of the 
modern legal system. ‘Let us have free trade in our busi- 
ness matters—anything, at all events, rather than the pro- 
tection which is affected, but never really given, by Actsof 
Parliament. A Sonicrror. 

Lincoln’s-inn-fields, Feb. 24th, 1869. 








PARLIAMENT AND LEGISLATION. 


HOUSE OF LORDS. 

Feb. 19.—Railway Bills—Railways Regulations Act, 
(1868)—31 § 32 Vict. c. 19, s. 35.—Karl Granville (in the 
absence of Lord Redesdale), moved resolutions substan: 
tially identical with those adopted by the House of Com- 
mons on February 18 (vide sup. p. = their object being 
to bring the Standing Orders into conformity with a clause 
in the Act of last session requiring the assent of sharehol- 
ders to Railway Bills prior to the second reading. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Feb. 23.—Common Law Courts Procedure (Ireland).—A 
bill by Earl Granville was read a first time, 





HOUSE OF COMMONS. 

Feb. 19.— Election Expenses, —A bill by Mr. Fawcett was 
read afirst time. Mr. Fawcett said his proposal was simply 
to throw the necessary expenses of elections—and only the 
necessary expenses—upon the borough’or the county rates. 
Provision had been made in the bill for cases in which a 
county was divided, and adequate security would also be 
provided against unnecessary and factious contests. Such 
a measure would exert some influence in checking tho in- 
creasing expenses of election contests. 

County Courts.—A_ bill 
facilitate proceedings in the county eourts was read a 
time, 

Feb. 22.—The Definition of a ‘ House.”—Mr. Eustace 
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Smith asked the first Lord of the Treasury whether it was 
the intention of her Majesty’s Government to take any 
steps towards clearing up the doubts which exist in the 
minds of many persons, and especially in those of revising 
barristers, as to what constitutes a house within the mean- 
ing of the Reform Act of 1867. 

"hte. Gladstone said it would be in the recollection of the 
House that when this matter was discussed in the course of 
last session it was found to be attended with considerable 

i . It might be that experience would show it was 
desirable another attempt should be made to clear up the 
law, but he was informed that the records of the proceedi 
of the revising barristers during the last autumn did not 
give very great assistance in that direction. That was 
probably owing to the rapidity with which the revision was 

ily made, which led to the passing over of points 

that could be avoided. That being the case, it might be a 
estion for consideration whether it would be wise to at- 
tempt to legislate on the subject this session, or whether it 
would not be more expedient to wait for the experience of 
another registration, which would be held with the usual 
deliberation, and which would probably bring out points in 
the state of the law for the decision of the superior courts, 
He inclined to the opinion that it would be expedient to 

me dealing with the subject until a future session. 

Metropolitan Rating.—A bill by Mr. Goschen “to pro- 
yide for Uniformity in the Assessment of Rateable Property 
in the metropolis” was read a first time. Mr. Goschen 
said the general scope and object of the bill provided that 
where there was a common charge there should be a uni- 
form assessment co-extensive with the area of that charge. 

Mr. Hardy said the principle of the bill was a just one ; 
As all depended on the details, it would be better not to 
discuss it till printed and in the hands of members. 

Rateable Property— Uniformity of Assessment.—A bill by 
Mr. Goschen to provide a common basis of value for the pur- 
poses of Government and local taxation, and to promote 
uniformity in the assessment of rateable property in 

land, was read a first time. 

. Goschen said the bill was limited to uniformity of 
assessment of rateable property, and would not include the 
assessment of other kinds of property, which would be 
foreign to the character of the measure. With regard to 
loans, any change ought to be made, not in the present 
bill, but in the law under which these loans were contracted. 

Ecclesiastical Titles Act Repeal.—A bill by Mr. MacEvoy 
torepeal 14 & 15 Vict. c. 60, and section 24 of 10 Geo. 4, 
¢, 7, was read a first time. 

Vacating of Seats—6 Anne, c. 26, s, 7.—Viscount Bury 
asked leave to bring in a bill to repeal section 26 of the Act 
of the sixth of Queen Anne, cap. 7, relating to the re-election 
of members accepting office under the Crown. 

Mr. Vernon Harcourt opposed the motion. 

Mr. Gladstone recommended that, the subject having 
been settled two years ago, the motion should not be pressed. 

The motion was withdrawn. 

Local Taxation.—Sir M. Lopes moved that an humble 
address be presented to her Majesty, that she will be 
graciously pleased to issue her Royal Commission to in- 
quire into the present amount, incidence, and effect of local 
taxation with a view to a moro equitable readjustment of 
these burdens. ; 

Mr. Goschen said two questions were before the House— 
first, the reality of the grievance alleged; and, secondly, 
the remedy proposed for it. The grievance consisted in 
the incidence of local taxation ; the remedy was to refer the 
subject to a Royal Commission. It was impossible to 
Separate the two questions, and, therefore, to refer local 
taxation would be practically to refer Imperial taxation to 
this tribunal. He had not yet said that the grievance com- 
plained of was not a real and serious grievance, but, if such 
& grievance existed, there was but one tribunal which could 
spply a remedy, and that was the House of Commons itself. 

@ had looked through the list of Royal Commissioners fog 
the last thirty years, but he had not Rend a single instance 
in which a question of Imperial taxation of such moment as 
this had been referred to a Royal Commission. The subject 
would occupy the attention of the Government, but if they 
had wished to “hang it up,” the suggested Commission 
would have been a ready means of doing so. 

tM. Lopes ultimately withdrew his motion, observing 
that if, after the lapse of a suitable period, the matter were 
a Baa with by the Government, ho should renew his 





Revenue Officers’ Franchise.—A bill by Mr. Monk was 
read a first time. 

Libel Bill—A bill by Mr. Baines to amend the law of 
libel was read a first time. He explained that the bill was 
identical with the measure introduced by Sir C. O’Loghlen 
in previous sessions. 

Feb. 25.—The New Law Courts.—Notices given by Mr.- 
Gregory and Mr. Headlam, on this subject, were 
to stand over till after Easter. 

Assessed Rates—Occupiers for Short Terms.—A bill by Mr 
Goschen, to amend the law with respect to rates assessed 
upon occupiers for short terms, was read a first time. The 
scheme of the bill being to make the landlord liable, in the 
ultimate resort, for the rates on certain kinds of property, 
the operation of the measure net being, like that of the 
compound householder provision of the Reform Act, 1867, 
confined to Parliamentary boroughs. 

Married Women’s Property.—A bill by Mr. R. Gurney, 
to amend the law with respect to the property .of married 
women, was read a first time. Mr. Gurney said it was 
similar to the one introduced last session, which was read a 
second time and then referred to a Select Committee. That 
committee reported in favour of several portions of the bill 
but recommended further inquiry ; an inquiry which, owing, 
to the lateness of the session, could not ther be made. 

Marriage with « Deceased Wife's Sister.—A bill by Mr. T. 

bers was read a first time. 








IRELAND. 


Mr. Russell O’Shaughnessy has been appointed Clerk of 
the Crown for the county of Limerick. 





OBITUARY. 


MR. EDWARD OVENS. 

We regret to announce the death of Mr. Edward Ovens, 
judge of the Manchester County Court, which occurred on 
the night of the 18th February, at his seat, Enville-house, 
Bowden, Cheshire. He was the eldest surviving son of the 
late Hugh Ovens, Esq., of St. Catherine’s, Co. Fermanagh, 
by Elizabeth, daughter of the late Hugh Lyle, Ye of 
Coleraine. He was born in 1817, and received his educa- 
tion at Trinity College, Dublin. He came over to England 
to pursue his legal studies, and it is said that he was a 
fellow-passenger with Lord Cairns. Mr. Ovens was called 
to the Bar at the Middle Temple in November, 1845, and 
practised for some time on the Northern Cireuit ; but in 
1858, on the death ef Mr. Foster, chairman of Quarter 
Sessions of the Salford Hundred, Mr. Ovens was appointed 
to succeed him. He continued to occupy this post till 
December, 1682, when, on the death of Mr. Brandt, Mr. 
Ovens received from Mr. Cardwell, Chancellor of the Duchy 
of Lancaster, the sprees of Judge of County Court, 
Circuit No. 8, which comprises the city of Manchester 
within its limits. Mr. Ovens was also a magistrate for 
Lancashire and Cheshire. In 1854 he married Sophia, 
youngest daughter of General de Gaja, and granddaughter 
of Lord Robert Fitzgerald. 

We take the following from a Northern contemporary :— 
‘* As & county court judge—a post so peculiarly trying toa 
man’s serenity of temper—Mr. Ovens was scarcely ever 
known to show any symptom of irritability, and if ever 
indignant it was at some manifest attempt at lying and 
imposture. In such cases he has been known to take a 
prompt and decided course. His decisions were rarel 
appealed against, and still more rarely were they revers 
by the Courts above. The last time he was present in the 
County Court was on Wednesday, the 10th inst., little 
more than a week ago. Hoe may, therefore, be literally said 
to have died in harness. In his time the business of the 
County Court has very considerably increased, the greatest 
reliance in Nisi Prius cases being plaved in his judgment. 
Besides his judicial duties, his services as an arbitrator were 
eagerly sought, from the deep confidence in which the 
soundness of his conclusions was held, and we may mention, 
as an evidence of the public appreciation of his services, 
that he was selected unanimously and without hesitation as 
president of the newly-formed Court of Conciliation for 
the settlement of disputes between masters and workmen.” 
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MR. JOHN WRAY. 

Mr. John Wray, Barrister-at-Law, formerly Receiver- 
General of the Metropolitan Police, died at his house in 
Suffolk-place, on February 16th, in the 87th year of his age. 
He was, at his death, almost the Senior M.A. of Trinity 
College, Cambridge. He took his degree in 1804, when he 
was Ist senior optime. Thongh called to the Bar, his 
name has disappeared from recent law lists. In 1829, when 
Sir Robert Peel formed the Metropolitan Police, Mr. Wray 
was appointed Receiver-General, which post he held till 
1860, when he retired on a pension. As Receiver-General 
Mr. Wray was responsible for the whole financial ar- 
rangements of the force, in the same way as the late Sir 
C. Rowan and Sir R. Mayne for its discipline. 





— = 


SOCIETIES AND INSTITUTIONS. 


INCORPORATED LAW SOCIETY. 

The Incorporated Law Society held a special general 
meeting of their members on the 19th inst., for the dis- 
cussion of some important matters connected with the 
internal arrangements of the society. Mr. Burgoyne availed 
himself of this opportunity to refer to a statement recently 
issued by the society, which has already appeared in our 
columns, (ante p. 273), in opposition to a suggested change 
of the site for the New Law Courts and Offices from the 
Carey-street site, already sanctioned by Parliament, to that 
of the Thames Embankment. The discussion was not pro- 
ceeded with, as it was not in strict order, but an apparently 
unanimous expression of opinion was elicited in favour of 
the views entertained by the council. 


A deputation from the Council of the Incorporated Law 
Society had an interview with the Chancellor of the Ex- 
chequer, in Downing-street, last Thursday, on the subject 
on the suggested change of the site for the new Law Courts 
and offices from Carey-street to the Thames Embankment. 
The deputation consisted of Mr. Bolton (President), Mr. 
Young, Mr. W. S. Cookson, Mr. W. Williams, Mr. W. 
Ford, Mr. G. B. Gregory, M.P., and Mr. E. W. Williamson 
(Secretary). The object of the deputation was to supply 
the Chancellor of the Exchequer with information, in addi- 
tion to that contained in a printed statement which the 
council have issued in support of the retention of the Carey- 
street site. 








LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SOCIETY. 

At the meeting of the society on Tuesday last, Mr. 
Widdows in the chair, Mr. Turner opened the debate on 
the question, “ Should the jurisdiction of the county courts 
be further extended,” in the negative, and the society so 
decided by a considerable majority. The Secretary 
announced that Mr. E. W. Beal, B.A., a member of the 
society, obtained a prize of the Incorporated Law Society at 
the final examination, held in Hilary Term last. Twenty- 
seven members were present. 


LIVERPOOL LAW SOCIETY. 

We understand that this society has just become a body 
corporate under the title of “The Incorporated Law Society 
of Liverpool.” This has been effected under section 23 of 
the Companies Act, 1867, by which an association, formed 
for the purpose of promoting commerce, art, science, reli- 
gion, charity, or any other useful object, and not for gain, 
may, on obtaining a licence from the Board of Trade, be 
registered with limited liability without the addition of the 
word “limited” to its name. ‘The society has thus 
acquired a legal status, perpetual succession, and a common 
seal; and ite property will be vested in itself instead of in 

et, 





LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ DEBATING SO- 
CIETY. 

The fourth meeting was held on Friday, the 19th instant, 
when Mr. Biggs presided. The question discussed was No. 
22, legal :—* Can a person,‘equipping or repairing a ship on 
the credit of persons other than the owner, recover in rem 
under the 4th section of the Admiralty Act, 1861 ? (24 Vict. 
c. 10, 4.4; the St. Cloud, Brown & Lush, p. 4).” Mr. 


————<— 
mately earried by thirteen to three, Twenty memben 
were present. 

Mr. J. W. Alsop and Mr. H. C. Harvey, two mem bers of 
this society, gained certificates at their final examination jy 
Hilary Term. 





LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY, BIRMINGHAM, 

The opening meeting of this society for the prose; 
session, was held in the society’s room, New-street, 
Birmingham, on Wednesday evening, the 17th instant, 
when the subject for discussion was, “Is it desirable 
the two branches ofthe profession be amalgamated?” Thy 
affirmative was supported by Messrs. Lee, B ishto 
Hornblower, and the negative by Messrs. Heele y, Y 
and Darling. After a very spirited debatethe question wy 
decided in the affirmative by a majority of two. There qa 
a very good attendance. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


Last Quoratton, Feb. 26, 1869. 
(From the Official List of the actual business transacted.) 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 


3 per Cent. Consols, 93 Annuities, April, ’85 12} 
Ditto for Account, Mar. 4, 93 Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 
8 per Cent. Reduced, 93§ Ex Bills, £1000, 2 per Ct. pm 
New 3 per Cent., 933 Ditto, £500, Do 2pm 
Do. 34 per Cent., Jan. 794 Ditto, £100 & £200, 2 pm 
Do. 24 per Cent., Jan. ’94 Bank of England Stock, 4 pe 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan. ’73 Ct. (last half-year) 244 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES, 
{ndia Stk., 104 p Ct.Apr.’74, 212 Ind. Enf. Pr., 5p C., Jan.’72 106 
Ditto for Account Ditto, 54 per Cent., May,’79 lil 
Ditto 5per Cent.,July, ’80 112} Ditto Debentures, per Cent, 
Ditto for Account, — April, 64 — 
Ditto 4 per Ceat., Oct. 788 1023 Do. Do., 5 per Cent., Aug. 73 1043 
Ditto, ditto, Certificates, — Do. Bonds, 5 per Ct., £1000 20 pm, 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr., 4 per Cent.93 | Ditto, ditto, under £100b,20 pm, 








RAILWAY STOCK. 

















































Shres. Railways. Paid, | Closing prices 
Stock | Bristol and Exeter ......cccccrssecsessevessseeee| 100 80 
Stock | Caledonian.........0+s0+ gnebouscoesooncnnenoneens 100 11 
Stock | Glasgow and South-Western ...,....0000008 100 100 
Stock | Great Eastern Ordinary Stock ..... eeeevie 100 
Stock| Do., East Anglian Stock, No.2 .........| 100 - 
Stock | Great Northern 100 108 xd 
Stock D0., A StOCK™ ..crccccccccccececoceoscee wesenen 100 107 xd 
Stock | Great Southern and Western of Ireland} 100 99 
Stock | Great Western—Original ........0000--00008| 100 493 
Stock Do., West Midland—Oxford,,,. ......0e 29 
Stock D0.,d0.—Ne@WPOrt ..rccercsssecseees 30 
Stock | Lancashire and Yorkshire ...,........000+ ° 125 xd 
6tock | London, Brighton, and South Coast...... 100 
Stock | Lordon, Chatham, and Dover,,........04 «| 100 uu 
Stock | Loudon and North-Westeru,...... on Lligxd 
Stock | London and South-Western ,........ 90 xd 
Stock | Manchester, Shetiield, and Lincoln 54 
Stock | Metropolitan . 1064 
Stock | Midland ‘ liexd 
Stock| Do., Birmingham and Derby .., 80 
Stock | North British .....csesseeseee srt 354 
Stock | North London .....scse00 123 
Btock | North Staffordshire..., 58 
Stock | South DEVON ....0....cccsssseecsssrevene 49 
Stock | South-Kastern 79¢xd 
Stock| Do., Deferred ......... bakeveateah Scvvceunisesdioe 53 
Stock | Taft Vale RT i 148 

* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent, has been paid to B, 





Money Marker Aanp City INTELLIGENCE. 
The rejection of the Alabama Convention by the United 
States produced no effect whatever on the funds. Throughout 
the week they have been quietly firm. The railway market, 
tolerably strong at the commencement, has fluctuated, and leaves 
off not quite so favourably. Foreign securities are still in com- 
siderable request, being quoted in London at rates noticeably in 
advance of other European cities. It is thought that the current 
of investment in this direction must ere long bring about an 
advance in the Bank rate of discount. 
The issue is announced of £269,200 sterling bonds of the 
Camden and Amboy Railroad and ‘Transportation, Delaware and 
Raritan Canal, and New Jersoy Railroad and Transportation 
Companies, forming the United Canal and Railroad Companies 
of New Jersey, in bonds to bearer of £200 sterling each, at 
price of 86 percent., or £172 per bond, with interest at six per 
cent. per annum, fromthe Ist day of March, 
The annual general meeting of the Legal and General Life 





Bright opened in the affirmative, which side was ulti- 





Assurance Society was held on Wednesday, The report states 
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the new premiums for 1868, exclusive of all re-assurances, 
to be £10,107 12s. 5d., and the communes new. assurances 
000. The claims paid, inclusive of bonus, were £97,608. 
The total income is now £200,000, and the total property upwards 
500,000. 
oe annual nling of the English and Scottish Law Life 
Assurance Association, held on Tuesday, it was stated that the 
new policies issued in the year were 618, yielding in new pre- 
miums £15,443, and insuring £439,870; the total invested 
is £691,045. 

he prospectus of the Almada Silver Mining Company 
ico) (Limited), with a capital of £75,000, in 7,500 shares of 
10 each, has just beenissued. 3,500 of the shares are offered to 
the public, and from the advantages set forth it is almost a cer- 
tainty that they will be readily taken up. The vendors of the 
forego all profit of the purchasemoney—£43,000—until 
shareholders have received back their entire subscriptions 

in full, with five per cent. interest. 











A free pardon has, we understand, been granted to Frederick 
tus Farrar, who, with John Hullett, was, at the November 
Sessions of the Central Criminal Court, sentenced to ten years’ 
servitude for forging a bill of exchange which was pur- 
ported to be accepted by Earl Dudley.—City Press. 


Mr. E. J. Hayes, town clerk of Wolverhampton, and Mr. 
Crowther Davies, of Birmingham, are candidates for the vacant 
éfice of town clerk of Birmingham. 

Mr. E. J. Hayes, town clerk of Wolverhampton, is a can- 
didate for the office of town clerk of Birmingham; Mr. 
Crowther Davies, late managing clerk with Mr. C. E. Mathews, 
ig also in the field. 








ESfaTE EXCHANGE REPORT, 


AT THE MART. 
Feb. 19.—By Messrs. Rusaworts, Assorr, & Co. 

Freehold house, No. 15, Prince’s-street, Red Lion-square, producing £45 
per annum—Sold for £510. 

Leasehold residence, No. 33, Bernard-street, Brunswick-square, let at 
£60 per annum; term, 25 years unexpired, at £15 15s. per annum— 
Sold for £505. 

Leasehold town mansion, No. 20, Park-lane, with stabling in Pitt’s 
Head-mews, term, 14 years unexpired at £359 per annum—Sold for 


500. 

Lennon residence, No. 10, Westbourne-park-terrace, Paddingten, let 
at £70 per annum; term, 99 years from 1851, at £10 per annum— 
Sold for £740. 

Leasehold residence, No. 11, Westbourne-park-terrace, let at £75 
By annum ; term, 82 years unexpired, at £10 per annum—Sold for 

00. : 





BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 

ABDY—On Feb. 19, at The Grange, Welwyn, Herts, the wife of John T. 
Abdy, Esq., LL.D., of a son. 

HAWES - On Feb. 18, the wife of W. Fox Hawes, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, 
ofa daughter. 

SMALE—On Feb. 24, ut 56, Adelaide-road, N.W., the wife of J. Jackson 
Smale, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lincoln’s-inn, of a son. 

STEVENS—On Feb. 24, the wife of Henry Stevens, Esq., of Gray’s-inn- 
chambers and Kensington, of a son. 


MARRIAGES. 

REDFERN—EDENSOR—On Feb. 24, at the Old Church, Kensington, 
Cle.nent Cotterill Redfern, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of the Inner Temple, 
to Clarissa Joan, daughter of the late Richard Edensor, Esq., Shaw 
Wood, Ashbourne, Derbyshire. 

ROUSE—ROUSE—On Feb, 17, at Paignton, South Devon, the Rev. 
Wanford Rouse, of Turvey, Bedfordshire, to Charlotte M. Herring, 
daughter of James Alex. Kouse, Esq., Solicitor, Paignton. 

THOMAS—-RUCK—On Feb. 25, at Stockwell Congregational Church, 
David Morgan Thomas, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, of Lough borough-park, 
London, and the Inner Temple, to Alice, daughter of Cornelius Rack, 
of King William-street, City, and Brixton, 


DEATHS. 

BRADLEY—On Feb, 22, at Montpelier-row, Blackheath, Eliza, wife of 
Henry Bradley, Esq., of Harcourt-buildings, Temple. 

FREELAND—On Feb. 21, at 14, Bessborough-street, Pimlico, Sarah, 
wife of Johu Freelahd, Esq., the late Solicitor to the South-Eastern 
Railway Company, aged 33. 

HATION—On Feb. 24, at 17, Essex-street, Strand, Frederick Hatton, 

+» Solicitor, aged 57. 

OVENS—On Feb. 19, at Enville-house, Bowdon, Cheshire, Edward Ovens, 

4J.P., and Judge of the County Court, Manchester. 





Baeakrast.—A Succsssrut EXPEAtMENT. —Tho “Civil Service Gazette” 
the following interesting remarks :—*'* There are very few simple 
atticles of food which can boast so many valuable and important 
pe properties as cocoa, While acting on the nerves as a gentle 
Stimulant, it provides the body with some of the purest elements of 
hutrition and at the same time corrects and invigorates the action of 
tive organs, These beneficial effects depend in a great 
Measure upon tho manner of its proparation, but of late years such 
an Attention has been given to the growth and treatment of cocoa, 


developed. The singular success which Mr. Epps attained by hia 
hommopathic preparation of cocoa has never been surpassed by any 
experimentalist. Far and wide the reputation of Epps’s Cocoa has 
spread by the simple force of its own extraordinary merits. Medical 
men of allshades of opinion have agreed in recommending it as the 
safest and most beneficial article of diet for persons of weak constitu- 
tions. This superiority of a particular mode of preparation over all 
others is a remarkable proof of the great results to be obtained from 
little causes, By a thorough knowledge of the natural laws which 
govern the operations of digestion and nutrition,and by a careful 
application of the fine properties of well-selected cocoa, Mr. Epps has 
provided our breakfast tables with a delicately flavoured beverage 
which may save us many heavy doctors’ bills. Itis by the judicious 
use of such articles of diet that a constitution may be gradually 
built up until strong enough to resist every tendency to disease. 
Hundreds of subtle maladies are floating around us ready to attack 
wherever there is a weak point. We may escape many a fatal shaft 
by keeping ourselves weil fortified with pure blood and a properly 
nourished frame.” 





LONDON GAZETTES. 


GBinding-up of Joint stock Companies. 
Farway, Feb. 19, 1868. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Birmingham Supply Assoeiation (Limited).— Vice-Chancellor Malins has 
fixed Tuesday, March 2 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of 
an official liquidator. 

General Bank for the Promotion of Agriculture and Public Works 
(Limited and Reduced).—Petition presented for reducing the capital 
frem £12,000,000 to £1,060,000. Any creditor of the company, who 
is not enteredin the list, and claims to be so entered, must, en or 
befors March 15, send in his name and address, and the particulars of 
his claim, te Kearsey, Old Jewry, solicitor to the company. 

John Pertegans and Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 19, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on 
March 5. Pritchard & Englefield, Wellington-chambers, Doctors’- 
commons ; for Boote & Rylance, Manch, solicitors fer the petitioner. 

Royal Copper Mines of Cobre (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 18, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor James on 
Feb 27. Uptons & Co, Austin-friars, soliciters for the petitioners. 


UNLIMITED IN CHANCERY. 

Dublin and Meath Railway Company.--Petition presented Feb 12, for 
the confirmation of a sch of arrang t, di d to be heard 
before Vice-Chancellor Malins on March 12. Smith, Golden-sq, 
solicitor for the petitioners. ; 

TuEsDAY, Feb. 23, 1869. 
Limrrep 1n CHANCERY. 

Dunaburg and Witepsk Railway Company (Limited and Reduced).— 
Petition presented Dec 9, for reducing the capital from £2,600,000 
to £2,076,160, directed to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Stuart on 
March 5. Freshfield; for Freshfields, Bank-buildings, solicitors to 
the company. 

London Co-operative Commissariat Compaay (Limited).—The Master of 
the Rolls has, by an order dated Jan 26, appointed Samuel Barrow, of 
Gresham-st, official liquidator. Creditors are required, on or before 
April 1, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of 
their debts or claims, to the above. Wednesday, April 14 at 13, is 
appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the debts and claims. 

Masonic Union Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor James has fixed 
March 5 at 12, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
liquidator. 

North Wales Coal, Iron, and Fire Brick Company (Limited). —The 
Master of the Rolls has, by an order, dated June 23, appointed James 
Boatwright Gibbons, of 8, Old Jewey, official liquidator. Creditors 
are required, on or before April 1, to send their names and addresses, 
and the particulars of their debts or claims to the above. Thursday, 
April 15 at 12, is appointed for hearing and adjudicating upon the 
debts and claims. 

John Vertegans and Company (Limited).—Petition for winding-up, pre- 
sented Feb 19, directea to be heard before Vice-Chancellor Malins on 
March 5. Pritchard & Englefield, Wellingten-chambers, Doctors’- 
commons ; for Boote & Rylance, Manch, solicitors for the petitioner. 

South Barrnle Slate Quarry Company (Limited).—Vice-Chancellor 
James has, by an order dated Feb 13, ordered that the voluntary 
winding-up of the above company be continued. Poole & Hughes, 
solicitors for the petitioners. 





STANNARIES OF Devon, 
Kast Brookwood Mining Company.—The Vice-Warden has, by an 
order dated Feb 18, ordered that the above company be ap. 
Cock, Truro; for Cater, Plymouth, solicitor for the petitioner, 


STANNARIES OF CORNWALL. 

Trevesa and Brea Tin and Copper Mining Company (Limited).— 
The Vice-Warden has, by an order dated Fed 20, ordered that the 
voluntary winding-up of the above company be continued by Charles 
Lourey. Cock, Truro; for Yewdall, Leeds, solicitor for the peti- 
tioner. 

Brea Consolidated Tin and Copper Mining Company (Limited),—The 
Vice- Warden has by an order dated Feb 20 , ordered that the voluntary 
winding up of the above company be continued, and that Charles 
Lourey, of Leeds, be appointed liquidator. Cock, Truro; for Yewdall, 
Leeds, solicitor tor the petitioner, 

Wheal Par Mining Company.—The Vice-Warden has, by an onier 
dated Feb 18, ordered that the above company be wound up. 
Carlyon & Paull, Truro, solicitors for the petitioner, 


Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day af Proaf. 
Farpar, Feb, 19, 1869, 


Hollis, Wm, Badgworth, Gloucester, Ganmaker. March 1. Gibdts »& 





there is no diticulty in securing it with overy useful quality fally 


Goding, V.C. James, Duke, birm, 
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Morrish, Jas, Ellerslie King’s-rd, Clapham-pk, Esq. March 18. Morrish 
w Foster, V.C. James. Reed & Co, Gresham-st. 

Piper, Sam] Ayrault, Richmond, Surrey, Doctor. March 13. Baddeley 
w Vallance, V.C. Malins. Baddeley, Leman-st, Goodman’s-fields, 

Sanguinetti, Francisco Bernardo, Jermyn-st, Tailor. March 13. Chalk 
v Sanguinetti, V.C. Malins. Norton,Swansea. 

Southey, Chas Gonne, Harley-st, Cavendish-sq, Major. June 1, Hart 
v Southey, V.C. Stnart. Francis & Bosanqnet, Austin-friars. 

Walters, Thos, Whitesitch Hilderston, Stafford, Farmer. March 20. 
Barnes v Walters, M.R, Greatrex, Stafford. 


Tuespay, Feb. 23, 1869. 

Catten, John, Shipdham, Norfolk, Baker. March 8, Catton v Young, 
V.C. Malins, Saunders, East Dereham. 

Dobson, John,Cliburn, Westmorland, Yeoman. March 20. 
Beedell, V.C. James. Scott, Penrith. 

Pounting, Thos Cadby, Bristol, Chemist. March 18. Walker v Seymour, 
V.C. James. Wansey, Bristol. 

Reeve, Chas Newbee, Half Moon-st, Piccadilly, Coal Merchant. March 
8. Clarke v Treherne, V.C. Stuart. Stephenson, Gt Queen-st, West- 
minster. 


Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Farmar, Feb. 19, 1869. 
Benson, John, Crosthwaite, Westmorland, Yeoman. March3l. Harrie 
son & Son, Kendal. 
Booth, Wm, Gt Russell-st, Bloomsbury, Major-General, March 31. 
Fladgate & Co, Craven-st, Strand. 
Bradford, Anne Eliz, Avranches, France, Widow. Uptons 
& Co, Austin-friars, 
Brooking, Thos Holdsworth, Norfolk-creseent, Hyde-pk, Merchant. May 
15. Wadeson & Malleson, Austin-friars. 
Cleland, Jas, Second Assistant Engineer H.M.S, Highflyer. March 31. 
Case, James-st, Adelphi. 
Daintry, Susannah, Chorlton-upon-Medlock, Lancaster, Widow. March 
31. Claye & Son, Manch. 
7 Joseph, Greencroft-pk, Durham, Esq. April17. Booth, jun, 
am. 


Watson v 


March 31, 


Fisher, Eliz, Wickwar, Gloucester, Widow. May 1. Adey, Wotton- 
under- Edge. 
Green, Anna Maria, Wharton-st, Clerkenwell, Spinster. 
Cunliffe & Beaumont, Chancery-lane. 
» Joseph, Portsmouth, Seaman. March 24. 
Hobbs, Wm, Westend, Gloucester, Esq. May 1. 


March 31. 


Peace, Wigan, 
Adey, Wotton-under- 


e. 
Hobhouse, Hy Wm, Cadogan-pl, Esq. March 19. Martineau & Reid, 
Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn. 
Jackson, Thos Joseph Price, Museum-st, Bloomsbury, Plumber. March 
20. Jones, Hart-st, Bloomsbury-sq. 
Macintyre, Jas, Burslem, Stafford, China Manufacturer. May 1. Green, 
P a 
‘eyton, Rev Algerion, Doddington, Cambri Clerk. April 12. - 
oe: & —— Strand, it nel . ao 
5 2, Louth, Lincoln, Gent. April6. Sharpley, Couth. 
Simpson, Robt, Hackthorne, Lincoln, Gent. April6. Burton & Sons. 


West, Sir Augustus, Montfermeil, France, Knight. March 9. Dix on, 


-row. 

Westmorland, John, Mincing-lane, Produce Broker. March 39. Kearsey 
Old Jewry. 

White, Ano, Paris, France, Widow. March 9. Dixon, Bedford-ro w. 

Whitfield, Richd Thos, Ightfield, Salop, Gent. May 20. Owen, Wem. 


TursDAyY, Feb, 23, 1869. 
Baker, Sarah Catherine, Grosvenor-road, Highbury New Park, Spinster. 
March 31. Sawbridge, Wood-st, Cheapside. > ania 
Breton, Robt, Hankham Hall Farm, Sussex, Farmer. April 1. Young, 
Gamma Edwd, Tokenho 
eman, Jas Edwd, Tokenhouse-yard. . March 31. Wilson & 
Copthall-buildings. diane ; ns 
“pad | Jas, Ipswich, Suffolk, Mercantile Clerk. March 31. Gole, 
Hawley, Wm, Rawmarsh, York, Earthenware Manufacturer. April 1 
Bamforth, Rotherham. wee 
Hayes, Thos, Hollingwood, Lancaster, out of business, March 31. 
Stanton & Atkinson, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
— Morton, Gloucester, Farmer. March 17, Gainsford, 


Leaéer, , Parade-rd, Jersey, Widow. April2. Fielder & 
_Godliman-st, Doctors’ Sommnien. - ae 
ag ed ‘anes Wilmslow, Chester, Widow. Feb25. Parrott & Co, 
Perkins, Chas, Chitnole, Dorset, Gent. April 10, Watts, Yeovil. 
Price, Wm, Hendre Ucha, Flint, Farmer, April6. Jones, Chester. 
Sewell, Wm Bircham, Gilston-rd, Brompton, Esq. April 20. Stephens 
& Matthews, Hasex-st, Strand. ape Sine ' 
Sharp, Fre m, Manch, Comm Agent. April19, Rushton & Armi- 
stead, Bolton. . 4s - <_ahmes 
Spruce, Sam!, Kingswood, Chester, Farmer. April 5. B & 
Davies, Warrington. : — 
rien’ Mary Ann, Hindley, Lancaster, Widow. March 31. Taylor, 
rf . 
Wace, Alex Thos, Charles-st, Gibson-sq, Islington, Wine Merchant. 
March 25. Grover & Humphreys, King’s Bench-walk, Temple. 
eee, Jas, Godalming, Surrey, Esq. April 30. Darviil & Co, New 


i 1 
Woods, Horatio Thos, Bombay, East Indies, Esq. March 17, Acworth 
& Son, Rochester. 


Weeds regisieres pursuant to Bankcuptey Act, 1861. 
Fatpar, Feb. 19," 1869. 
Abrahams, Michael, Birm, Tailor. Dec 29, Comp. Reg Feb 17, 


1 Macclesfield, Chester, Broker. Feb 2. Comp. Reg 
eb 17, 


Baker, Jas, Birm, Glass Merchant. Jan22, Asst. Reg Fob 18. 
Barker, Thos, York, Commission Agent. Jan 25. Asst. Reg Feb 17. 





Bennett, Geo, Lymington, Hants, Draper. Jan 15. 


== 
Comp. 

Feb 17. DP. Reg 

Boniface, Alfred, Hove, Sussex, Builder. Jan 23. Comp. Reg 
Feb 


eb 17. 

Booth, John, West Hartlepool, Durham, Grocer. Feb8. Comp, Reg 
Feb 17. 

Bosworth, Thos, Regent-st, Bookseller. Jan 21. Asst. Feb 17, 

Case, Hy, & Hy Albion Cyrus Case, Harrow-rd, Peddingteaien he. 
chants, Jan 2i. Comp. Reg Feb 18. 

+ Reigate, Surrey, Carpenter. Jan 25. Comp. Reg 

Feb 17. 

Colyer, Thos, Rock Ferry, Chester, Merchant. Feb8. Comp, Reg 


Feb 17. 

Cotterill, Wm, West Bromwich, Stafford, Cab Proprietor. Feb 1, Comp, 
Reg Feb 18. 

Davies, Anne, Prendergast, Haverfordwest, Ale-house Keeper. Feb }5, 


Comp. Reg Feb 18. 
Davidson, Jas, Gateshead, Durham, Builder. Jan25. Comp. Reg 
Feb 16. 
Dillon, Chas, Healey nr Sheffield, Comedian. Feb5. Comp. Reg 
Feb 18 


eb 18. 

Dowden, Fredk John, Gosport, Southampton, Licensed Victualler, fe) 
8, Asst. Reg Feb 18. 

Evans, John, & Hy Ellis, Chalford, Gloucester, Shoddy Manufacturers, 
Jan 14. Comp. Reg Feb 17. 

Geldard, Joseph, & Jonathan Watkinson, Leeds, Masons. Feb I, 
Asst. Reg Feb 18. ‘ 

Gibbings, John, Finborough-rd, West Brompton, Builder. Jan %, 
Comp. Reg Feb 18. ; 

Gillett, Abram, Provost-st, Hoxton, Butcher. Feb3, Asst. Reg 
Feb 16. 

Groocock, John, Leicester, Hosiery Manufacturer. Feb 2 (om, 
Reg:Feb 17. 

Guest. Maria, Redditch, Worcester, Grocer. Feb10. Comp. Reg 
Feb (7. 

Harden, John, Chester, Coal Merchant. Jan 21. Comp. Reg Feb ia, 

Hilton, Abraham, Oldham, Lancaster, Cotton Waste Dealer. Jan 21, 
Asst. Reg Feb 18. 

Hinchcliffe, Edwin, Skelmanthorpe, York, FaneyManufacturer. Jan, 
Asst. Reg Feb 18. 

Hooker, Wm, North-end, Croydon, Plumber. Oct 20. Comp. Reg 
Feb 16. 

Horsfield, Wm John, Sheffield, Builder. Jan20. Asst. Reg Febtt, 

Islip, Tom Pickering, Boxworth, Cambridge, Farmer. Jan 14, Asst, 


Reg Feb 17. 
Johnson, John, Paddington-green, General Caterer. Feb 11. Comp} 
Feb 17 


Kinsey, Hy, Nottingham, Machinist. Jan 27. Comp. Reg Feb 5. 
Laidlaw, Jas, Lpool, Draper Jan 21. Comp. Reg Feb 19. 
Lane, Edwd, Burslem, Stafford, Plumber. Jan 22. Asst. Reg Feb 19 
Laver, Geo, dport, Southampton, Oheesemonger. Jan 13, 

Reg Feb 17. 
Liebich, Immanuel, Brighton, Sussex, Professor of Music. Feb lé. 


Comp. Reg Feb 18. 

Milnes. Wm Ackroyd,} Bradford, York, Woolstapler. Jan 22, Ast, 

Feb 18. 

Meri, Thos, New-rd, Battersea, Grocer. Feb 2. Comp. Reg 
Feb 15. é 

Pinckman, Hy Thos, Wheeler-pl, Haverstock-hill, Dealer in China, 
Jan 27. Comp. Reg Feb 18. ; 

Raper, Thos, Muston, Farmer, & Elizabeth Raper, Hunmanby, York, 
Widow. Jan23. Asst. Reg Feb 16. 

Ray, Jas, Gt Warley, Essex, Dealer in Hay. Feb 16. Comp. Reg 

feb 16. 

- Jan 22, Asst, Reg 


‘eb 16. 
Repton, John, Longton, Stafford, Grocer. 
18 


Feb 18. 
Ricketts, Richd, Newington-butts, Grocer. Jan 21. Asst. Reg 
b 16 
bi Feb 2. Asst. 


Robinson, Thos Thrush, Gt Grimsby, Lincoln, Grocer. 
Reg Feb i6. 

Rogers, Alfred, Lpool, Draper. Feb 1. Asst. Reg Feb 19. 

Rose, Jas Chas, & Lucy Rose, Folkestone, Kent, Bakers. Jan 23. Comp. 
Reg Feb 18. : 

Saville, Edwd, Stockport, Chester, Boos Dealer. Feb 4. Comp. Reg 
feb 18. 


Feb 18, 

Shaul, Benj Harris, Gosport, Southampton, Baker. Feb 8. Comp. 
Feb 17. 

Showell, Owen Johnson, & John Showell, Darlington, Durham, Sut- 


veyors. Jan27, Comp. Reg Feb 17. 
Smith, Edwin, sen, & Edwin Smith, jun, Fagg Farm, Sussex, Farmers. 
Jan 16. Comp. Reg Feb 18. 
Stone, Edmund, Radnage, Buckingham, Chair Turner. Jan 29. Comp. 
Reg Feb 17. 
Tall, Joseph, Kent-st, Southwark, Patentee. Jan 13. Comp. Rog 
Feb 17, 
Thorne, Geo, Gracechurch-st, Agent. Feb 12. Comp. Reg Feb 16. 
Trivelli, Victor, St Luke’s-rd, Westbourne-pk, Commission Agent. Feb 
1. Comp. Reg Feb 1s. 
Utley, Barker, Brighouse, York, Surgeon. Jan 23, Asst. Reg 
Feb 19. 
Wailer, Wm, Swanley, Kent, Grocer. Jan 1. Comp. Reg Feb 18. 
Webster, Jonathan Lupton, Leeds, Mungo Merchant, Feb i. Comp. 
Reg Feb 17. 
Wills, Elias, Newton Abbot, Devon, Currier, Jan 21, Asst. Reg 
Feb 18. 
Woollaston, Wm, & Sarah Cox, Birm, Chain Makers, Feb 1, Comp 
Reg Feb 16. 


Touxspar, Feb. 23, 1869. 
Baker, Wm, & Chas Baker, Eversholt-st, Camden-town, Tailors. Jan 
25. Comp. Reg Feb 22, “ 

Banks, Walter, Isledon-1d, Holloway, Solicitor’s Clerk, Feb 4. Comp. 
Reg Feb 19. yi 
Baxter, Wm, & Sam! Sageman, New Brompton, Kent, Butldors. Feb ll. 

Comp. Reg Feb 20. Aust. 
Bell, John, Barnard Castle, Dufham, Coach Builder. Jan 19. 


R eb 20, 
Bironall, Chas, Manch, Smallware Merchant. Feb 11. Comp. Meg 
Feb 20, 
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-_—.. 
Bishop, John, De Laune-st, Kennington-pk, Solicitor’s Clerk. Feb 16. 
Comp. Reg Feb 20. 
Idle, Jan 29. Comp. 


aw, _— 
ei Sandys, Wm Boundy, Chas Boundy, & John Carde, 
Workington, Cumberland, Iron Manufacturers. Jan 22. Inspector- 


York, Cloth Manufacturer. 


ship. Reg Feb 23. 
a. Sibthcrpe, Southsea, Southampton, Surgeon-Dentist. 
Feb 2. Asst. Reg Feb 22. 
Oe Stratford-on-Avon, Warwick, Grocer. Feb 2. Asst. 
b 
ee Edmd, Andover, Southampton, Clothier. Jan 20. Asst. Reg 
pit Baw Latrobe, Moorgate-st, Merchant. Jan 21. Comp. Reg 


B gg Brighton, Sussex, Licensed Victualler. Jan 25, Asst. 
Reg Feb 22 


Bashnan, John Stevenson, Boulogne-sur-Mer, France, Doctor. Jan 
9%, Asst. Reg Feb 19. 

Chapman, Hy, Cross-st, Barking-rd, Builder. Jan 18. Asst. Reg 
Feb 15. 

Clamp, Thos, Jervis-st, Dulwich, Carpenter. Feb 2. Comp. Reg 
Feb 20. 

Cockshott, Thos, Bradford, York, Woolstapler. Jan27. Asst. Reg 
Feb 23. 

Cope, John, Congleton, Chester, Grocer. Feb 5. Asst. Reg 
Cox, John Thos, Nuneaton, Warwick, Farmer. Jan 29. Asst. Reg 


Feb 19. 
Crawford. Wm, Bedlington, Northumberland, Hardwareman. Jan 23. 
Asst, Reg Feb 20. 


ny a Wisbech, Cambridge, Snoemaker. Feb15. Comp. Reg 
Pdi Josiah, Bermondsey-st, Fellmonger. Jan 9. Asst. Reg 
ts eo, Broughton Astley, Leicester, Grocer. Feb 1. Asst. Reg 
pa 3 ‘mee Smethwick, Stafford, Carter. Jan 25. Comp. Reg 
Dawei Reuben Hy, Aston-juxta-Birm, Builder. Jan 21, Comp. 
aes Pret Fredk Francis, Southampton, Brewer. Feb 10. Asst. Reg 
ne 3 Jason, Lee, Kent, House Decorator. Feb 17. Comp. Reg 

Jan 22. Comp. 


Feb 19, 
Gledhill, "2 Annley, Leeds, Boot Manufacturer. 
Feb 2 


Gosling, Ben}, Leyton, Essex, Builder. Feb5. Comp. Reg Feb 20. 


Hancock, Thos, Burton-on-Trent, Stafford, Plasterer. Feb 11. Asst. 
Reg Feb 19. 

Harvey, Jas Steen, Birm, Chemist. Jan 18. Asst. Reg Feb 20. 

Hayes, 9 Lawson, & Jas Hayes, Lpool, Painters. Jan30. Asst. 
Reg Feb 2: 

Folmes, Thos, Wolverton Crewe, Chester, Draper. Jan 30. Comp. 


b 19. 
Sorel Ea Edwd, Mildenhall, Suffolk, Blacksmith. Feb 3. Comp. Reg 


Feb 20. 
Hughes, Danl, Joseph Hughes, & Jas —. & ral en-le-Frith, 


Derby, Paper Makers. Jan30. Comp. Reg Feb 
by Wm Jas, Tuxford, Nottingham, Farmer, pady te. Asst. Reg 
Asst. Reg 


Jan 23. 
Feb 12. 


dee Roger, Blyth, Northumberland, Grocer. Jan 26. 


de, in, S St James’s-pl, High-rd, Lee, Plumber. Comp. 
b 


Wm. Kingston-upon-Hull, Ship Chandler. Comp. 
Reg Feb 19. 
Kunatson, Car] Augustus, West Hartlepool, Durham, Ship Chandler. Jan 


4, Comp. Reg Feb 23. 
oy Edwin, Laurence-lane, Cheapside, Stationer. Jan 23. Asst. Reg 


b 19. 
lant, John, Lpool, Flour Dealer. Feb 5. Asst. Reg Feb 22. 
Mason, Jas Hewett, York-rd, Wandsworth, Builder. Feb 10. Comp. 


Feb 20. 
Matthews, Wma Veale, & Gilbert Blight, Gun-alley, Bermondsey, Italian 
Warehousemen. Jan21. Inspectorship. Reg Feb 20. 


= ‘a Drew, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Builder. Jan 15. Asst. Reg 
ta Richa, Patricroft, Lancaster, Grocer. Feb 16. Asst. Reg 
BY Geo, Compton-ter, Islington, Dentist. Feb 18, Comp. Reg 
Nine Robt, Camberwell-rd, Linendraper. Jan 26. Asst. Reg 
Pavely, Wm, Honey-lano Market, Cheapside, Baker. Jan 25. Comp. 
Ponsford, Mary Ann, Leicester, out of business, Jan 26, Comp. Reg 
= on, Junction-rd, Holloway, Picture Dealer. Dec 7%. Asst. 
Riley, Alfred, ‘Prestwich, Lancaster, Grey Cloth Manufacturer. Jan 26. 
Ast. Reg Feb 19. 

Feb 10, Asst. 


Meg Feb 15” Penrose-st, Walworth, Law Stationer. 
mage A Altre Richd, Bournemouth, Hants, Draper, Jan 22. Asst. 


Senior, Met & Thomas Souter, Horbury-bridge, York, Fulling Millers, 
Jan 23, Asat. Reg Feb 2 
oy Saml, Mile-end-rd, Cheesemonger. Jan 26. 


Sturges, Joseph, Bedford, Grocer. Jan 28, Comp. Reg Fed 19. 

Tobin, R'is. down Jas tet Birkenhead, Chester, Window Blind Makers. 
Reg Feb 20. 

Trae Geo, Eastboumne, Sussex, Tea Dealer, Feb 12, Comp. Reg 


Maher Jas, Brighton, Sussex, Builder, Jan 28, Reg 
mt i Pratt, Mincing-lane, Tea Broker. Jan 13. Asst. Reg 


Comp. Reg 


Comp. 


ba ae John, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, Joiner. Jan 25. Asst. Reg 


Feb 2 
Weight Edwd Sinclair, Gravesend, Kent, Tailor. Feb2. Comp. Reg 


Wylie, Gavin Ralston, Pestatyn, Flint, Iror Merchant. Jan 13. Comp. 
Reg Feb 22, 
Gankrupls. 
Fripay, Feb. 19, 1869. 
To Surrender in London. 


Barnett, Roland Gideon Israel, Duke-st,‘Comm Agent. Pet Feb 15, 
Roche. March 3 at i2. Sydney, Golden-sq 
Barrett, Chas Albert, Wallingtord, ‘Berkshires Surgeon. Pet Feb 15. 


Roche. March 3 at 11. Webster, Serjeant’s-inn, Fleet-st. 

Booth, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb [3 (for pau). Roche. 
March 3 at 11. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Cherer, Richd Walter, Claverton-st, Pimlico, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Jan ll. March8at1l. Wyatt, Gt James-st, Bedford-row. 

Cruikshank, John, Minories, Provision Merchant. Pet Feb 13. Pepys. 
March 4 at 1. Dobie, Gresham-st. 


Cufaude, John Lomas, Prisoner for Debt, Norwich, Pet Feb 15. 
Koche. March 3at 11. Linklaters & Co, Walbrook. 
Dove, Wm, Warren, Thames Ditton, Wine Merchant. Pet Feb 16° 


Roche. March 3 at 1. Dobson, Colmar-st, Mile-end. 
Enoch, Jas, Abingdon, Berks, Matting Manufacturer. 
March 8 atl. Buckley, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 
Evans, Ellis, Haberdasher-st, Hoxton, Warehouseman’s Clerk. Pet 


Pet Feb 17. 


Feb 15. Roche. March 3at1l. Butcher, Bouverie-st, Fleet-st. 

Fasnach t, Chas Jackson, City-rd, Chair Manufacturer. Pet Feb 16. 
Roche. March 3 at 11. Popham, Basinghall-st. 

Flux, Hy, Ryde, poco oe Corn Factor. Pet Feb 16. Roche, 
March | 3 at 12, Blake, BR. 

F — Chas Gait, Peeper’ = ‘Debdt, Chelmsford. Adj Feb 14. March 

3 atl 
Glover, Hy Ben, Basinghall-st, Accountant. Pet Feb 17. March 8 at 


1. Rigby, Basinghall-st. 
Green, Judah, ——s. Goodman’ s-fields, out of business. Pet Feb 


17. Roche. Muirch3atl. Poole, Bartholomew-close. 
Harper, a Prisoner for Debt, Ipswich. Adj Feb 13. Pepys. March 
llatl 


Higgins, ‘wm, Bridge-rd West, Battersea, Contractor. Pet Feb 15. 


Pepys. March4at 2. Hutchinson, Vauxhall Bridge-rd 

Ilsley, Thos, Mount Mills, Seward-st, Goswell-rd, Engineer. Pet Feb 
il. March 8 atll. Morris & Co, Finsbury-circus. 

March, Fredk, High-st, Poplar, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 15. Pepys. 


March 4 at 2. Montagu, Bucklersbury. 

McLeod, Bentley, Lothian-rd, Camberwell, Merchant's Clerk. 
Feb 13. Pepys. March 4at12. Dollman, Fenchurch-st. 
Moore, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 12 (for pau). Broug- 

ham. March 8 atll. Watson, Basinghall-st. 


Pet 


Moorhouse, John, Whitcomb-st, Leicester-sq, en. Pet Feb 16. 
Roche. ‘March 3atil2. Buchanan, Basinghall-s 
Noel, John, Whiskin-st, Clerkenwell, Jeweller. Pet Febl16. March 8 
at i. Bonifant, Tysoe-st, Clerkenwell. 
Pet Feb 17. 


Payton, Edwd, Broadway, Hackney, Boot Manufacturer. 
March 8 at 1. Vanghan, Eastcheap. 

Pomphret, Wm, Prisoner tor Debt, London. Pet Feb 15 (for pau). 
Pepys. March li at ll. Biddles, South-st, Gray’s-inn. 

Porter, Lawrence, York-st, Hackney-rd, Boot Manufacturer. Pet Feb 
17. March 8 at 2. Branddon, Dane’s-inn, Strand. 

Purser, Fredk, Forest-rd, Dalston, Comm Agent. Pet Feb 15. Pepys. 
March 4at2. Haigh, King-st, Cheapside. 

Scott, Richd, Vauxhali Bridge-rd, Pimlico, out of business. Pet Feb 
16. Pepys. March ll atll. Pittman, Stamford-st. 

Taylor, John, Little Somerset-st, Whitechapel, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 
15. Pepys. March 4atl. Ricketts, Frederick-st, Gray’s-inn-rd, 
Turner, Fanny Emily, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 15 (for 
pau). Brougham. March 3 at 2, Goatley, Bow-st, Covent-garden, 
Tyerman, Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 16 (for pau). 

Pepys. March 12 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 
Watts,Wm, Cransford, Suffolk, Carpenter. Pet Jan 16. Pepys. March 
4 atl. Shafts, Framli ingham. 
Weller, Wm, Foskett-mews, Amberly-rd, Harrow-rd, Sub-Contractor. 
Pet Feb 16. March Sati2. Fisher. Manor-ra, Ww alworth. 
Westcott, Robt, Laurine-ter, Victoria-rd, Sutton, Builder. Pet Feb 
16, Roche. March 3at 12. Moss, Trinity-st, Southwark. 
Westhorp, Alfred Hy, Sarah-st, East India-rd, Poplar, Commercial 
Snow, College-hill, 


Travelier. Pet Fed 15. Pepys. March 4 at 2. 
Cannon-st. 
White, Wm Hy, Hyde-st, New-cross, Clerk. Pet Feb 17. Roche. 


March 3 at 12. Rashleigh, Carter-lane, Doctors’-commons 
Wilson, Chas, Star Corner, Bermondsey, Hair Dresser. Pet Feb 10. 
Murray. March 3ati. Dobie, Gresham-st. 
Wood, John, Ore, Hastings, Wheelwright. Pet Feb 13. March 3 at 2. 
Nind, Basinghall-st 
To Surrender in the Country. 


Ainsworth, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Manch, Adj Fed 19. Kay. 
Manch, March 9 at 9,30. Law, Manch. 

Baker, Thos, Prisoner for Dabt, Bristol, Adj Fedjls (for paa). Harley, 
Bristol, March 5 at 12. 

Barron, Isaac, Sheffield, Fish Dealer. Pet Fed 11. Rodgers. Shef- 
field, March 3 atl, Sagg, Shettield. 

Batson, Potter, Hellesden, Norwich, General Shop Keeper. Pet Feb 
16, Palmer, Norwich, March lat li, Sadd, Norwich, 

Beavan, Wm, Whitchurch, Hereford, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 17. 
Hill, Birm, March 3 at 12, Wilhams, Ross; Hodgson & Son, 
Birm 

Berrey, Fredk Hope, Manch, ao Pet Fed 15, Kay. Maneh, 
March 9 at 9.30, Anderton, M anch. 

Bradley, Thos, Ampleforth, York, Retired Farmer. Pet Feb 15, 
Simpson. Helmsley, March 12 at il. Palmer, Helmsiey. 

Pet Fed 12. Morris. 


Brooks, By, Cwmbach, Carmarthen, Labourer. 
Lianelly, Feb 24at 12. Morris, Swansea 

Bull, Edwd, Newport, Isle of Wight, Baker. Pet Feb 12. Blake, 
Newport, Maroh Sat ll, Beokingsale, Newport. 


Burton, Geo, Walsall, Stafford, Grocer, Pet Feb 16. Hill, Birm, 





March 3 at 12. Barton, Birm, 
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Chamberlain, Thos, Rearsby, Leicester, Farmer, Pet Feb 15. Ingram. 
Leicester, March 13 at 10. Owston, Leicester. 

Chap'in, Thos, Bilston, Stafford, Baker. Pet Feb 11. Brown. Wol- 
verbampton, Feb 27 at 12. Stratton, Wolverhampton. 

Creswell, Hy, Gt Marlow, Bucks, Timber Dealer. Pet Feb 15, Parker. 
High Wycombe, March 2 at ll. Spicer, Gt Marlow. 

Crocker, Geo, Plymouth, Devon, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 17. Exeter, 
March 2 at 12.30. Cottman, Plymouth. 

Crossley, John, Prisoner for Debt. York. Adj Jan 16. Shepherd. 
Barnsley, March 6 at1l. Rogers, Barnsley. 

Davies, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. Pet Feb 5, 
Swansea, March 2 at 2. Smith, Swansea. 

Davis, Fras, Nottingham, Braid Manufacturer. Pet Feb 16. Tudor. 
Birm, March 9 at il. Everall, Nottingham. 

Dodd, Mary, Cambridge, Dealer in Fish. Pet Feb 15. Eaden. 
bridge, March | at 12, French, Cambridge. 

Ellerton, Wm, Lpool, Agent. Pet Feb 15, Lpool, March 3 at 12. 
Bellringer, Lpool. 

Emmett, Wm, Bradford, York, Cab Driver. Pet Feb 16. Bradford, 
March 2 at 9.!5. Green, Bradford. 3 

Evans, Wm Luke, Cardiff, Glamorgan, Chemist. Pet Feb 15. Wilde. 
Bristo!, March 3 at 11. Head, Cardiff; Beckingham, Bristol. 

Evans, Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, Blockmaker. Pet Feb 3. Morris. 
Swansea, March 3at 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Fairchild, Thos, Swansea, Glamorgan, Butcher. 


Morris. 


Cam- 


Pet Feb 3. Morris. 


Harley. 


Harley. 


Pet Feb 15. Hime. 


Swansea, March 3 at 2. Morris, Swansea. 

Foulds, Thos Bentley, Blackburn, Lancaster, Hatter. Pet Feb 15. 
Bolton. Blackburn, March8 atl. Walton, Blackburn. 

Fox, John Cribb, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Feb 16. 

Bristol, March 5 at 12. 

Gardiner, Alfred, St George, Gloucester, Watch Manufacturer. Pet Feb 
15. Harley. Bristol, March 5 at 12. 

Garner, Abraham, Kingston-upon-Hull, Wood Merchant. Pet Feb 16. 
Leeds, March 10 at!2. Summers, Hull. 

Garrat, Geo Fredk, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Adj Feb 19. 

Bristol, March 5 a’ 12. 

Genese, Saml, Lpool, Printer. Lpool, March 2 
at3. Mordon, Lpool. 

Giles, Jas, Netley, Southampton, Builder. Pet Feb 15, Thorndike. 
Southampton, March 3 at 12. Mackey, Southampton. 

Harbert, Walter Christmas, Gt Yarmouth, Norfolk, Builder, Pet Feb 
15. Chamberlin. Gt Yarmouth, March 4 at 12. Ferrier, Gt Yar- 
mouth. 

Hart, Geo, Bradpole, Dorset, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 17. Templer. Brid- 
port, March 10at 11. Day, Bridport. 

Hart, Jas, Gorleston, Suffolk, Fishing-boat Owner. Pet Feb 16. 
Chamberlin. Gt Yarmouth, March 4 at 11. Wiltshire, Gt Yar- 
mouth. 

Hebdon, Edwd, Seotton, York, Farmer. Pet Feb 18. Leeds, March 
8 at li. Robirson, Richmond; Boud & Barwick, Leeds. 

Hird, Enoch, Rumworth, Lancaster, Manufacturer of Heald Yarns. 
Pet Feb 6. Fardell. Manch, March 2atii. Dawson, Bolton. 

Hoar, John, Watlington, Oxford, General Dealer. Pet Feb 15. Hol- 
loway. ‘thame, March! atli. Clarke, Aylesbury. 

Hoidge, Wm, Tavistock, Devon, Butcher. Pet Feb 15. Bridgman. 
Tavistock, March | atill. Luxton, Tavistock. 

Hooke, Jas A‘ex, Walmgate, York, Gunmaker. Pet Feb 16. Perkins. 
York, Maren 3at il. Mason, York. 

Hutchinson, Thos, Aston-juxta-Birm, Pearl Button Manufacturer. Pet 

Feb 17. March 12at 10. Ansell, Birm. 

James, Sam!, Pontardulais, Carmarthen, Draper. Pet Feb 9, Morris. 


Lianelly, Feb 24 at 12, Field, Swansea. 

Jones, John, Wellington, Salop, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 15. 
Newiil. Wellington, March 12 at10. Walker, Wellington. 

Knight, Wm, Brighton, Sussex, Joiner. Pet Feb 15. Evershed. 
Brighton, March 6 at 11, Lamb, Brighton. 

Langher, Wm, Warwick, out of business. Pet Feb 17 (for pau). Hill. 
Birm, March 3 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Levingthall, Jacob, Birm, General Dealer. Pet Feb 17 (for pau). 
Hill. Birm, March 3at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 

Llewellyn. Thos, Carmarthen, General Dealer. Pet Feb 15. Wilde. 
Bristol, March | at li. Davies, Catmaythen; Press & Inskip, Bristol. 

Lovékin, Richd, Birm, Boat Builder, Pet Feb 16. Tudor. Birm, 
March 5at 12. Harrison, Birm. 

MacLaren, John, Shotton, Durham, Tile Manufacturer. Pet Feb 15. 
Gibson. Newcastie-upon-Tyune, March 4at 12, Hoyle & Co, New- 
castic-upon-Ty ne. 

Makin, Chas, Chesterfield, Derby, Horse Breaker. Pet Feb 15. Wake. 
Chesterfield, March 9 at 11. Gee, Chesterfield. 

Marks, Philip, Leeds, Fruit Merchant. Pet Feb 16. Leeds, March 8 
atil. Hardwicke, Leeds. 

Mason, Wm McGeorge, Barrow-in-Furness, Lancaster, Accountant, 
Pet Feb 13. Postlethwaite. Ulverston, March 4at 10. Relph. Bar- 
row-in-Furness. 

Mogford, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol. Pet Feb 15 (for pan). Harley. 
Bristol, March 5 at 12. 

Moorhouse, Aibert, Salford, Lancaster, Spring Maker. Pet Feb 17. 
Macrae. Manch, March 5atl1i. Partington & Allen, Manch. 

Pickering, Geo, Loughborouga, Leicester, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 
16. Tudor. Birm, March Yat ii. Deane, Loughborough, 

Rice, Michael Geo, Torquay, Devon, Professor of Music. Pet Feb 16, 
Pidsicy. Newton Abbot, slarch 2 at 11. Hooper & Woollen, Torquay. 

Roberts, Thos, Liamarmon-yn-Yale, Denbigh, Miller. Pet Feb 15. 
KAwards. Kuthin, March 4at10. Louis, Rothin., 

Robertson, Hy, Twining, Gloucester,Gardener, Pet Feb 15. Brown. 
Tewkesbury, March 24 at |i. Taynton, Gloucester, 

Ross, Wm, Swansea, Glamorgan, Labourer. Fet Feb 8. Morris. 
Swansea, March 3 at 2. Morris, Swansea, 

Royle, Joneph, & Geo Royle, Lpool, Shipwrights. Pet Feb 16. Lpool, 
March 4atil, Evans & Lockett, Lpool. 

Shaw. Sam), &;Thos Shaw, Northampton, Shoe Manufacturers. Pet 
Feb 15. Dennis. Northampton, March 6 at 10. White, North. 
ampton. 

Sheil, Lawd, Prisoner for Debt, Bristol, Adj Feb 15 (for pau). 

Lriatol, March 5 at 12. 

Shirley Sam!\, Manch, Woollen Cloth Merchant. Pet Feb 9. Fardell, 
Manch, March 3 at th. Slater & Co, Manch. 

Sieapson, Wm, Lpool, Licensed Dealer in Tea. Pet Feb 13, 
Lpool, March 1 at 2, Wilcocks, Lpool, 


Har- 


Hime. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. Feb. 27, 1969 


Sleigh, Elijah, Burton-on-Trent, Corkeutter, Pet Feb 16, Habeas 
Burton-on-Mrent, March 3 at 10.30. Stevenson, Burton-on ety: 

Smith, Wm, Birkenhead, Chester, out of business, Pet Feb 
Wason. Birkenhead, March 5 at2. Anderson, Birkenhead 4, 

Strother, Bennet, Tranmere, Chester, Coach Painter, Pet Feb 
Wason. Birkenhead, March 5 at 2. Anderson, Birkenhead us. 

Salivan, Thos Digby, Worthing, Sussex, Esq. Pet Feb 17, Dennett, 
Worthing, March 8 at 11. Green, Worthing. 

Taylor, Jas, Manch, Warehouseman. 
March 9 at 9.30. Mann, Manch. 

Tiller, Wm, Southampton, Journeyman Boiler Maker. 
Thorndike. Southampton, March 3 at 12. Guy, Southampton, 

Tomlin, Hy, Manch, Engineer. Pet Feb 16. Fardell, Manch March 
2atll. Hulton & Lister, Salford. . 

Trehearn, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Flint. Adj Feb 13. Sisson St 
Asaph, March 5 at 12. Williems, Rhyl. x 

Underwood, Danl Edwin, Bristol, Grocer’s Assistant. Pet Feb is, 
Harley. Bristol, March 5at1!2, Roper. : 

Walton, Jas, Dronfield, Derby, Labourer. Pet Feb 16, Wake, 
Chesterfield, March 9 at 11. Binney & Son, Sheffield, 

Wilson, Thos, Solihull, Warwick, Baker, Pet Feb 16.  Mitohell, 
Solihull, March 3at 10. Dicken, Birm. 

Woodnutt, Robt, Ryde, Isle of Wight, Labourer. Pet Feb 16, Blake 
Newport, March 6 at 11. Urry, Ventnor. 4 

TvuespaY, Feb. 23, 1869. 
To Surrender in London, 


Bernal, Joseph, Lamb-st, Chinaman, Tet Feb 15. 
Lovett, King Wil liam-st. 

Bevis, Robt, Victoria-st, Hackney-rd, Journeyman Bricklayer, Pg 
Feb 18. March 10 atl, Jacobs, Bedford-row. 

Bownter, Joseph, Kensal-p!, Kensal-green, Commercial Traveller 
Pet Feb 19. Murray. March 8at 12. Roberts, Moorgate-st, ; 

Bryant, Jas, New Church-rd, Camberwell, Accountant. Pet Feb 99, 
March 10 ai 2. Ody, Trinity-st, Southwark. ; 

Clare, John, Little Eerl-st, Seven Dials, Cheesemonger. Pet Feb ig 
Pepys. March il atl, Jenkins, Tavistock-st, Covent-garden, — 

Culpin, Wm, Empingham, Ratland, Tailor. Pet Feb 20. March 10g 
2, Wright & Co, London-st, Fenchurch-st ; Law, Stamford, 

Danby, Fredk, & Fras Jas Hammond, Whitchurch, Hants, 
Makers. Pet Feb 18. Murray. March 8 at 1. Reynolds, fen 
church-st. 

Dann, Jas Wallis,& Jas Dann, Cromer-at, Gray’s-inn-rd, Builders, 
Pet Febis. March 10 atl2. Lewis & Co, Old Jewry. 

Dowsett, Robt, Good Easter, Essex, Builder. Pet Feb 18. Pepys, 
March |1at2. Duffield & Co, Tokenhouse-yard. 

Edwards, Hy John, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 19, Murray, 
March 8 at |. Michael, Gresham-bldgs, Basinghall-st. 

Fol, Gerard Murtinas, Prisoner for Debt, London, Pet Feb 17 (for 
pau). Pepys. March 17atJ. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn, 

Furnass, Thos, & Hy Furnass, Warwick-rd, West Brompton, Builders. 
Pet Feb 16. March 8at12. Breden, Union-~ct, Old Broad-st, 

Gandy, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 18 (for pau), Broug- 
ham. March 10 at 2. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Gardiner Douglas Chas, Hart-st, Bloomsbury, Auctioneer. Pet Jan 
25. March 15 atJ2. Chidley, Old Jewry. 

Gery, Hugh Wade, Bushmead, Bedfordshire, no business. Pet Feb 
17. Pepys. March 11 at 1. Godfrey, Hatton garden. 

Grey, David, Egbert-st, St George’s-rd, Regent’s-pk, Carpenter, Pet 
Feb 20. Murray. Marchs8 atl. Godfrey, Hatton-garden, 

Harraden, Alfred, Nicholas-st, New North-rd, Hoxton, Chair Manu 
facturer. Pet Feb 16. March8 at 12. Godfrey, Hatton-garden, 

Harrington, Thos Talbot, Henstridge-pl, St John’s-wood, out of em- 
ployment, Pet Feb 16. Pepys. March tl at 11. Kimber, Gt 
Winchester-st bldgs, 

Hidden, Chas, Trinidad-pl, Lpool-rd, Islington, Pianoforte Maker. 
Pet Feb 19. March 10 at2. Apps, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Hopper, Christopher Jas, Sloane-st, Chelsea, Jeweller. Pet Feb 12, 
March 15 atll, Harcourt & Oo, King’s Arms-yard, Coleman-st. 

Jacobs, Soloman, Cobb’s-yard, Bell-lane, Spitalfields, General Dealer. 
Pet Feb 17. Pepys. March Il at!2, Poole, Bartholomew-clos, 

Jewett, Mark, Brecknock-crescent, Camden-town, out of business. 
Pet Feb 19, Pepys. March 12 atll. Peacock & Co, South-sq, 
Gray’ s-inn. 

Joel, Zuseman, Stoney-lane, Gravel-lane, Houndsditch, Fishmonger. 
Pet Feb 18. Pepys. March Il at 2. Jenkins, ‘Tavistock-st, 
Covent- garden. 

Johnson, Hy, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 17 
Murray. March 8 atll. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. 

Knight, Fletcher, Meredith-st, Clerkenwell, Commercial Traveller. 
Pet Feb 19, March 10 atl. Dobie, Gresham-st, 

Kolbe, John, Bozier’s-court, Tottenham-court-rd, Hat Mannfacturer. 
Pet Feb 18. Murray. March 8 at 1, Weall, Bell-yard, Doctors’ 
commons. . 

La Garde Francols, Stamford-st, Waterloo-rd, Teacher of Languages 
Pet Feb 18.* March 8 at 2, Marshall, Lincoln’s-inn-flelds. 

Laslett, Jas, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 19 (for pan). Mar- 
ray. March atl. Olive, Portsmouth.st, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, 

Martin, Jas Chas, Gray’s-inn-rd, Revolving Shutter Manufacturer. Pet 
Feb 12, March 10 at 2. Downing, Basinghall-st. 

Mayo, Jon Herbert, Crosa-st, Upper-st, Islington, Carpenter. Pet Feb 
1¥, Murray, March 8 ati2. Redpath & Holdsworth, Bush-lane, 
Cannon-st. 

Miller, Jas Gordon, Denbigh-st, Comm Agont, Pet Feb 18. Murray, 
March 6 atll. Wallis, Walbrook. 

Mills, Wm, jun, King-st, Clerkenwell, Tool Maker, Pet Feb 18. 

Murray. March 8at1l, Godfrey, Hatton-garden. 

*Moxon, Geo, Prisoner for Debt, Surrey, Pet Feb 18 (for pad). 
Murray, March 8at 12. Dobie, Gresham-st 

Nunn, John, Brighton, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 18 (for 
pau). Murray. March at at 12, Biddies, South-sq, Gray's-ina, 

Oughton, Fredk, Princoss-ter, Regent’s-pk-rd, Surgeon. Pet Feb 15. 
March 6 at 1).2°Bu hanan, Basinghall-st, 

Palin, John, Norwich, Baker, Pet Feb 8 Roche, March 8 atl. 
Sharpe & Co, Bedford-row, for Stanley, Norwich. 

Pinchard, Malden Theophilus Biddulph, Euston-rd, Medical Stadent. 


Pet Feb 16, Kay. Maneh, 


Pet Feb 1g, 


March 8 at Ul, 


(for pat). 





Yet Feb 20. Murray. March 10 at 11, Dale & Stretton, Grayt 
inn-sq. 





ag oe Ue BLE Ue |) 


feb. 27,1868. THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 347 


— 
Porter, Fras, & Geo Porter, Duke-st, West Smithfield, Cork, Cutters. Phittips, David, Brades Village, Worcester, Journeyman Millee Pet 
Pet Jan 17. Pepys. March 11 at 12. Lawrance, Plews. & Co, Feb 20. Tudor. Birm, March 12 at 12. James & Gritfin, Birm. 
Old Je -chambers. ; Poplar, Wm, Birm, Journeyman Electro-plater. Pet Feb i7. Guest. 
pois, Win, Mere, Wilts, Miller. Pet Feb 2, March 15 at 11. Birm, March 12 at 10. Parry, Birm. 
Venaing & Co, Tokenhouse-yard; Swyer, Shaftesbury. _ Poote, John Hy, John Ison, Wm Ison, & Geo Henshall, ar 
smith, Wm Geo, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 19 (for pau). Wellington, Salop, Iron Mannfacturers. Pet Feb 12, Hill. Birm, 
Pepys: March {2 at 12. Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. March 10 at 12. Allen, Birm. 
gyathwell, Geo Wm, Peterborough, Northampton, Corn Dealer. Pet | Preston, Thos, Bristol, York, Currier, Pet Feb 20. Leeds, March 8 at 
Feb 19. Pepys. March 12 at ill. Roscoe & Co, King-st, Finsbury- ll, Ibberson, Dewsbury ; Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
for Deacon, Peterborough. Pugh, Patrick, 3t Helen’s, Lancaster, Manufacturing Chemist. Pet 


uke, Thos, Prisoner for Debt, London. Pet Feb 18 (for pau). Pepys. Feb 20. Lpool, March 8 at 11. Lace & Co, Lpool. 








iG Feb ig, March 12 at 12, Biddles, South-sq, Gray’s-inn. Richardson, Robt, Lpool, Butcher. Pet Feb 12. Lpool, March 5 at 11. 

pton. West, Thos, Berresford-st, Woolwich, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 17. Martin, Lpool. 

ch, March March 9 at 2. Shirretf, Austin-friars. Ring, Jas, Chippenham, Wilts, Shoeing Smith. Pet Feb 15. Chippen- 

. Welch, Septimus, Irthlingborough, Northampton, Common Brewer. Pet ham, March 5 at 10. Rawlings, Melksham. 

880n, St feb 18. March 10 at }. Roscoe & Hincks, King-st, Finsbury-sq ; | Rolling,Geo, York, Shopkeeper. Pet Feb 19. Leeds, March 8atll. 
Cook, Wellingborough. Mason. York. 

+ Feb 15, Rowlands, Moses, Dinas, Glamorgan, Labourer. Pet Feb17. Spickett. 


To Surrender in the Country. Pontypridd, March, 6 at 12. Thomas, Pontypridd. 
» Wake, Ambler, Wm, Leeds, Woollen Merchant, Adj Dec 15. Leeds, March | Salt, John, Tythe Barn, Stafford,Farmer. PetFebi9. Tudor. Birm, 
Gat il. March 5 at 12. James & Griffin, Birm. 
s, Eli, Birm, out of business, Adj Feb 18. Guest. Birm, Salt, Wm, Polruan, Cornwall, Pilot. Adj Feb 11. Childs. Liskeard, 
March 12 at 10. Manch 6 at Li, 
ridge, Chas, & Joseph Biggins, Watson Thwaite, Redcar, York, | Scott, Jas, Batley Carr, Dewsbury, York, Rag Merchant. Pet Feb 19. 
Builders. Pet Feb 4. Leeds, March 8 at 11. Cariss & Tempest, Leeds. March 8 at il. Simpson, Leeds, 
Leeds. Shaw, Wm Hy, Fenay-bridge, York, Manager to a Chemist. Pet Feb 
Benn, Edwd, Lpool, Merchant. Pet Feb 19. Lpool, March 5 at 11. 17. Leeds, ch 8atil. Anderson & Hancheit, York. 
Evans & Lockett, Lpool. Slater, Kichd, Higher Audley, Laucaseer, Fish Dealer. Pet Feb 17. 
Blakeborough, John Wm, Leeds, CommAgent. PetFeb13. Marshall. Bolten. Blackburn, March It at it, Backhouse, Biackbara. 
leeds, March 11 at 12. Emsley, Leeds, Smith, Jas Anthony, Brighton, Sussex, Fish Salesman. Pet Feb 18. 
Brien, Michael, Torquay, Devon, Furniture Broker. Pet Feb 20. Evershed. Brighton, March 9atli. Mills, Brighton. 
Pidsley. Newton Abbot, March 8 at 11. Hooper & Woollen. | Smith, Edwin, Handsworth, Stafford, Iron Merchant. Pet Feb 12. 
Torquay. Hill. Birm, March 10 at 12. Hodgson & Son, Birm. 
Carlisle, -Thos, Hume, Butcher’s Assistant. Pet Feb 18. Hulton, | Spencil, Giacomo, Kirkdale, nr Lpoo!, out of business. Pet Feb 17. 
Salford, March 6 at 9.30. Storer, Manch. Hime. Lpool, March 5 at 2. Blackhurs:, Lpool. 

, Josiah, Shelton, Stafford, Music Master. Pet Feb 18: | Tomlinson, John, Accrington, Lancaster, Luggage Guard. Pet Feb 
Challinor. Hanley, March 13 at 11. Litchfield, Newcastle-under- 18. Woodcock. Haslingden, March 12at 10. Polding, Blackburn. 
le Tucker, Ann, Bassaleg, Monmouth, Beerhouse Keeper. Pet Feb 18. 

coitley, Sydney, Brighton, Sussex, Gent. Pet Feb 15 (for pau). Roberts. Newport, March 5atil. Graham, Newport. 
Blaker. Lewes, March 5 at 12. Barrow, Fish-st-hill. Upster, Wm Jas Smith, Long Bank, Sunderiani, Gaivanizer. Pet Feb 
, Wm, Hanley, Stafford, out of business. Pet Feb 19, Keary. 19. Ellis. Sanderiland, March 18 at 2. Thompsoa, jun, Sunderland, 
Stoke-upor-Trent, March 9 at 11, Tennant, Hanley. Wallace, Ann, Oidham, Lancaster, Licensed Victualler. Pet Feb 19. 
Cox, John Thos, Prisoner for Debt, Warwick. Adj Feb 18. Hill. Tweedale. Oldham, March 10 at 12, Blackburne, vidham. 
Birm, March 10 at lz. James & Griffin, Birm. Watson, John, Wyle Cop, Shrewsbury, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 19. 
Cox, John, St Cross, Suffolk, Miller, Pet Feb 20. Lyus. Harleston, Peele. Shrewsbury, March 8at ll. Rough, Shrewsbury. 
March 10 at ll. Haricup, Bungay. Watson, Joseph Lindsley, Stockton-on-Tees, Durham, Chemist. Pet 
Cresswell, Hy, Gt Marlow, Bucks, Timber Dealer. Pet Feb 15. Feb 19. Crosby. Stockton-on-Tees, March 10 at 11. Watson, 
Parker. High Wycombe, March 2at1l. Spicer, Gt Marlow. Stockton. 
(rosthwaite, John Dougias, Lpool, Comm Agent. Adj Feb19. Lpool, | Weaver, Geo, Easthothly, Sussex, Boot Maker. Pet Feb 18. Blaker. 
March 8 at i1. Lewes, March 5 at 10. Langham, Uckfield. ; 
Dane, John Spencer, Swansea, Glamorgan, Organ Builder. Pet Feb18, | White, Joseph, jun, Nottingham, Lace Maker. Pet Feb 1S. Patchitt. 
Wilde, Bristo!, March 5at1l. Clifton, Bristol. Nottingham, March 24 at 10.30, Smith, Nottingham. 
Dean, Wm, Prisoner for Debt, Walton. Adj Feb 19. Lpool, March 8 | Whiteley, Geo, Halifax, York, Tin Plate Worker. Pet Feb 16. Leeds, 
atil. March 8 at li, Bond & Barwick, Leeds. 
Donn, Hy, Whitley, Northumberland, Builder, Pet Feb 19, Gibson. | Williams, Thos, Manch, Tobacco Manufacturer. Pet Feb 16. Macrae. 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne, March li at 12. Keenlyside & Forster, Manch, March 5 at 12, Slater & Co, Mauch. 
Neweastle-upon-Tyne. Williams, Thos, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Dealer in Beer. Pet Feb 16. 
Bdwards, John, Nottingham, Fishmonger. Pet Feb 19. Patchitt. Gale. Chei enham, March 9 at ll. Chesshyre, Cheltenham. 
Notttingham, March 24 at 10.30. Lees, Nottingham, Williams, Robert, Coaeen, Cosmarvete = Pet Feb 20. Lpool, 
Garrit i Leeds, G March 8 atil. Evans & kett, s 
Mark il at. Harle, aaa Se eee Sate Williamson, Chas, sen, Newcastle-under-Lyme, Stafford, Grocer. Pet 
Giles, Bling Taunton, Somerset, Chemist. Pet Feb 19. Meyler. a, = Slaney. Neweastle-under-Lyme, March 6 at 11, Tennant, 
Taunton, March 9 at 11. Trenchard, Taunton. we “ ; 
Harris, Richd, Bristol. Vi . Zeb 20. Wilde. ; Wright, John, Shipley, York, Cetton Spinner. Pet Feb 18. Bradford. 
“pen aoe tee Pet Feb 20. Wilde. Bristol, March March 9 at 9.15. Lees & Senior, Bradford. 
d, Hy, Bath, Tin Smith. Pet Feb 13. Smith. Bath,March 2. BANKRUPTCY ANNULLED. 
atil, Wilton, Bath. F Feb 19, 1869 
Hill, Thos, Tumby Wood Side, Lincoln, Blacksmith. Pet Feb 13. |... nese, ag 
row. Horncastle, Feb 27 at 11, Brackenbury, Alford. Phillips, John, Bristol, Commercial Traveller. Feb 15. 
John, Wednesbury, Stafford, Ale Dealer Pet Feb 19. Hill. 
March 10 at 12, James & Griffin, Birm. 

Ar > ae ab A oO al 
iieareder, math ecrtt bates Kiaerciece, S| (URESHAM LIFE ARSURANCE SOCIETY, 
Holmes, Wm, Ferrensby, York, Innkeeper. Pet Feb 18. Gill. 37, OLD JEWRY, LONDON, E.C. 

Kaaresborough, March 10 at 10. Dewes, Knaresborough. SOLICITORS are invited to introduce, on behalf of their clients, Pro- 
Holt, John, Rochdale, Lancaster, Furnitare Broker. Pet Feb 17. | posals for Loans on Freehold or Leasehold Property, Keversiens, Life 
Jackson. te March 10 at 10. Whitehead, Kochdale. Interests, or other adequate securities. 
et Lac een Bub Proposals may de made in the first instance according to the following 
rm :— 








yay MarchSatil. Si mpson, Leeds. fo 
i. ae, Sener for Debt, Bodmin, Adj Feb 11, Exeter, Prorosat ror Loax on Morteasns, 
Langley, David Thos, Redcar, York, Tailor. Pet Feb 18. Crosby. - 
Stockton. on-Tees, March 8 at 11.30. Dobson, Middlesbrough. Introduced by (state name and address yo solicitor) 
ag, Davia, ag ee oe ll business. Pet Feb 15 (for pau). Amount required £ 
. Lewes, March 5 at 12, row, Fish-st-hill. i ; . 
Ti nd mode of repayment (i.e., whether for @ term certain, or 
a Dew, & a mama Malmesbury, Wilts, Carriers. Pet Feb PR ether payments) ‘ ‘ ‘ ” 
5 + Malmesbu arch 4 at ll, 3 ity ic : if land 7 
Maisey, Chas, Andoversford, Gloucester, Harness Maker. Pet Feb 18, | ,, Security = a Pare * = Pf SS 
Gale. Cheltenham, March 9 at 11. Cook, Gloucester. ings, sate t ype eqn getean ee 
ve, John, Gt Berkhampstead, Hertford, Boot Maker, Pet Feb State what Life Policy (if any) is proposed to be effected with the 
Francis. Chesham, March 10 at 3, Godfrey, Hatton-garden . Gresham Office in connection with the security. 
, Joseph, Hereford, Builder, Pet Feb 18. Tudor, Birm, March By order of the Board, 
Sati2. Carless, Hereford; James & Griffin, Birm. F,. ALLAN CURTIS, Actuary and Secretary. 
Miley, wre Horsforth, York, Joiner, Pet Feb 8, Marshall, _ 
nh dt at 12, rett, Leeds, ry . x rE: 
Miller, John Colley, Monks Coppenhall, Chester, out of business. Pet S! ACK’S SILVER ELECTRO PLAT E is a coat. 
Feb 20. Broughton. Nantwich, March 10 at Jl. Bygott ing of pure Silver over Nickel. A combination of two metals pos- 
Sandbach. * | geasing such valuable properties renders it in appearance and wear equal 
Milner, Sarah, Hampathwaite, York, Grocer. Pet Fob 18. Gill, | to Sterling Silver. Fiddle Pattern. Thread, King’s. 
Knaresborough, March 10 at tl, Powell, Knaresborough. ££ ad Ss. £ 
Minns, Hy Royall, Bristol, Gasfitter, Pet Feb 19, Wilde, Bristol, | Table Forks,perdos...... 110 Qand 1 Is 
‘arch 10 at 11, Fussell & Prichard, Bristol, Dessert ditto ..ccceceeece 1 0 Gandl 10 0 
» John, jun, Manch, Looking-glass Silverer. Pot Feb 18. Kay, | Table Spoons........s006 110 Gand lls 0 
Manch, March 9 at 9.80, Sale & Ov, Manoh, Dessert ditto vo.ccccceeee 1 0 OQandi lo 0 
Penfold, Oswald, Manch, Outfitter, Pet Feb 17, Fardell, Manch, | Tea Spoons ........-seece O12 Cande ls ot ae 
10 at 12t Sale & Co, Manch. Every Article tor the Table asin Silver, A Sample Tea Spoon fer: 
wer. Waa, Halifax, York, Brush Maker, Pot Feb 19, Rankih, | Warledon rece of 20 stainps 
» March 12 at 10, Storey, Halifax, RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 336, STRAND, LONDON, 
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Now ready, price One Shilling, by post 13 stamps, 
HE STOCK EXCHANGE “A SHAM 
MARKET ”? or the Bristowe Cases, &. By JAMES J, ASTON, 
Esq., Q.C., of the County Palatine of Lancaster. ’ 
“* States very clearly and forcibly a good many objections on legal 
grounds to the decisions.””—Economist. 
ErrincaaM WI1son, Royal Exchange, London. 


INGRAM’S LAW OF COMPENSATION.—Second Edition by ELMES, 
Just published, post 8vo, 12s. cloth, 
OMPENSATION TO LAND AND HOUSE 
OWNERS: being a Treatise on the Law of the Compensation for 
Interests in Lands, &c., payable by Railway and other Public Com- 
panies; with an Appendix of Forms and Statutes. By THOMAS 
DUNBAR INGRAM, of Lincoln’s-inn, Esq., Barrister-at-Law, now 
Professor of Jurisprudence and Indian Law in the Presidency College, 
Calcutta. Second Edition. By J. J. ELMES, of the Inner Temple, 
Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
London : Burrerwortus, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers, 





PAIN.—Merchants and others in need of. 
honourable, competent, and Legal Agent in Spain, to trap 
affairs and promote claims of any kind, can apply for references tg 
Spanish Consulate General, 155, Fenchurch-street, City. ; 
— os ——- 
AFES AND LOCKS.—LOCKS AND SAFES. 








kJ Before purchasing a Safe or Lock, send for a Copy of G ? 
PRICE'S New Book List of Prices, 90 engravings, which may be 

post free, on application to him.—Cleveland} Safe and Lock Wopks 
Wolverhampton. fe 





le 
yy aes STRONG HOLDFAST and Figg 

RESISTING SAFES, Chests, Doors, and Strong Rooms, with 
the progressive and recent improvements effected after half a 
experience, effectually guard against Fire and Burglars.—Li 
Manchester, Sheffield, Leeds, Hull, and 47a, Moorgate-street, 
Lendon. 








HUNT’S LAW OF BOUNDARIES AND FENCES. 
Post 8vo, 9s. cloth, 
HE LAW RELATING TO BOUNDARIES 
and FENCES. By ARTHUR JOSEPH HUNT, of the Inner 
Temple, Esq., Barrister-at-Law. 
London : Butterworths, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 


LATHAWM’S LAW OF WINDOW LIGHTS. 
Post 8vo, 10s. cloth, 
TREATISE on the LAW of WINDOW LIGHTS. 
By FRANCIS LAW LATHAM, ofthe Inner Temple, Esq., Bar- 
rister-at-Law. 
London: Butterworths, 7, Fleet-street, Her Majesty’s Law Publishers. 








Just published, in 1 vol., pp. 1,170, price 30s, cloth, 


BBOTT’S LAW of MERCHANT SHIPS and 
SEAMEN. In six parts; llth edition. By WILLIAM SHEE, 
One of the Justices of the Court of Queen’s Bench. In the Appendix will 
be found the Statutes, inciuding the Merchant Shipping Act, 1867, Forms 
sanctioned by the Board of Trade, and other forms of practical utility. 
London: SHaw & Sons, Fetter-lane. 





TREATISE ON COMPOSITIONS WITH CREDITORS, Price 3s. 6d. 


ETHERFIELD’S COMPOSITION DEEDS; 
with the new Bankruptcy Amendment Act, General Orders 
and Forms complete, many useful Precedents, Solicitors’ Costs, &c. 
W. Amer, Law Publisher, Lincoln’s-inn-gate, W.C. 


| ag ty meen G for SOLICITORS, by Double- 
Entry (Alternative Methods). By G. J. KAIN, F.S.S., of the 
firm of Kain, Sparrow, Witt, & Co., Law Accountants and Costs Drafts- 
men, 69, Chancery-lane, W.C. 

Single Col 

— 1g sy —_ In one volume, 7s, 6d. 

Triple + », 8th edition, 6s.° 

To be obtained from the Publishers, WaTERLow & Sons, London-wall, 

and through all booksellers. 


OE PENNY PER FOLIO. ABSTRACTS. 


ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Bills of Costs. 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Briefs, 
ONE PENNY PER FOLIO. Fair Copy. 
Hoorer & Son, 45, Fleet-street. 


THE COMPANIES ACTS, 1862 and 1867. 


pipewagid requisite under the above Acts supplied on 
the shortest notice. The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock 
for immediate use. MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION 
speedily printedin the proper form for registration and distribution. 
SHARE CERTIFICATES engraved and printed. OFFICIAL SEALS 
designed and executed. No charge for sketches. 
Companies Fee Stamps. 


ASH & FLINT, 


Stationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 49, Fleet- 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serjeants’-inn). 


pees ® FENDER AND FIRE-IRON WARE- 
HOUSE is the MOST ECONOMICAL, consistent with good quality :— 
Iron Fenders, 3s.6d.; Bronzed ditto, 8s. 6d., with standards; superior 
Drawing-room ditto, 14s. 6d. to 50s.; Fire Irons, 2s, 6d. to 20s. Patent 
Dish Covers, with handles to take off, 18s. setofsix. Table Knives and 
Forks, 8s. per dozen. Roasting Jacks, complete, 7s. 6d. Tea-trays, 
Is, 6d. setofthree; elegant Papier Maché ditto, 25s. the set. Teapots, 
with plated knob, 5s.6d.; Coal Scuttles,2s.6d, A set of Kitchen Uten- 
lils for cottage, £3. Slack’s Cutlery has been cclevrated for 50 years, 
svory Table Knives, 14s., 16s., and 18s. per dozen. White Bone Knives 
— 9d. and 12s.; Black Horn ditto, 8s. and 10s. All ware 
ranted. 

As the limits of an advertisement will not allow of a detailed list, pur- 
chasers are requested to send for their Catalogue, with 350 drawings, and 
prices of Electro-Plate, Warranted Table Cutlery, Furnishing Ironmon- 
gery, &c. Maybe had gratis or post free. Every article marked fz plain 
figures at the same low prices for which their establishment bas been 
ponte for nearly 50 years. Orders above £2 delivered carriage free 
per rail. 

RICHARD & JOHN SLACK, 236, STRAND, LONDON, 
Opposite Somerset House, 




















LBION SNELL’S 25s. OFFICE WATCH 
equal in appearance, accuracy, and durability, to any Wateh af 
five times the cost. A written guarantee and ‘twelve months’ 
allowed.—ALBIon SNELL, Watchmaker and Jeweller, 114, Higk Holborn, 
W.C. Established 1848. Free and safe by post, Js. extra registered, 





LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 117, CHANCERY LANE, FLEET STREET. 


j j ENRY GREEN (many years with the late George 
Reynell), Advertisement Agent, begs to direct the attention of 

the Legal Profession to the advantages of his long experience of 

of twenty-five years, in the special insertion of all pro forma notices, 

and hereby solicits their continued support.—N.B. One copy of advertise. 

ment only required, and the strictest care and promptitude assured, 

File of * London Gazette ” kept for reference. i 





AR R’S, 265 STRAND 

** Tf I desire a substantial dinner off the joint, with the 
accompaniment of light wine, both cheap and good, I know of only ong 
house, and that isin the Strand, close to Danes Inn. There you 
wash down the roast beef of old England with excellent Burgundy, 
two shillings a bottle, or you may be supplied with half a bottle fora 
shilling.”’—All the Year Round, June 18, 1864, page 440. ay 

The new Hall lately added is one of the handsomest dining rooms in 

London. Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., 1s. 6d. ' 





INE DRY PALE SHERRY, 30s. per doz., D. G, 
Gordon’s shipping. Splendid Golden Sherry, Fernandez @ 
Ramo’s shipping, 30s. Port, 30s. Creaming Champagne, 42s. 
bottles, 2ls.; pints, 25s. First quality Wines. ; 
Havana Cigars—La Patria, 30s. El Principe de Gales, 40s. per 100, 
Continental Palmas, 15s. Concha Londres, 18s. Carriage paid, 
Cellars stocked with first-class Wines upon the lowest possible charges 
for cash—25 doz., 27s.; 50, 25s.; 100, 24s. Port, Sherry, or Champagne; 
all Port or Sherry; or assorted. 
ASHLEY & CO., 24, Garrick-street, Covent-garden. 


OHN DAY, Deceased.—Pursuant to the Act of 
° Parliament, 22nd & 23rd Victoria, cap. 35, intituled “An Ad 
to further amend the Law of Property, and to relieve Trustees,” 
not ice is hereby given that all creditors and other persons having any 
clai ms or demands against or affecting the estate of John Day, late of 
No. 54, Great Percy-street, Clerkenwell, and No. 23, Red Lion-square, 
both in the county of Middlesex, gentleman, deceased (who died on 
‘the 20th day of July, 1868,and whose will was proved on the 12th day 
of October, 1868, by John Boughton, of the Stock Exchange, in the 
City of London, stockbroker, and David George Day, of No. 10, Myd- 
dleto n-square, Clerkenwell, in the county of Middlesex, gentleman, 
the e xecutors named therein), are hereby required to send in the pate 
ticul ars of their claims to me, the undersigned, on behalf of the said 
exec utors, on or before the 22nd day of March next, after which time 
the said executors will proceed to distribute the assets of the said 
deceased amongst the parties entitled thereto, having ny ows to 
the cl aims and demands of which they shall then have ; 
and t he said executors will not be liable for the assets, or am part 
there of, so distributed to any person, of whose claim they 
then have had notice. 

Dated this 9th day of February, 1869. 

CHARLES J. GRATTON, 
9, Gray’s-inn-square, 
SoLIcIvoR TO THE EXECUTORS 


>ILLS of COMPLAINT, ANSWERS, APPEALS, 
MINUTES, and all Law Printing, executed with promptitude 
and at moderate charges by 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
Law Printers, 
7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, London. 


ATES AND ALEXANDER 

, PRINTERS, 

7, Symonds-inn (and at Church-passage), Chancery-lane, B.C. 

Parliamentary Bills, Appeals, Bills ot Complaint, Memorandums and 
Articles of Association, Legal Forms, Notices, &c. 

Prospectuses of Public Companies, Share Certificates, Show Cards, 
Cheques, Insurance Tables, Policies, Proposal Forms. 

Catalogues, Particulars and Conditions of Sale, Posting Bills, and all 
General Printing. 




















